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Have carefully peruſed your Lord- 
Net ( ſhip's Letter in Defence of the two 
9 Church Bills, which lately paſſed 

I iy the upper Houſe of Parliament here 

— . by a great Majority ol Votes, par- 
"AE SS 8 ticularly of the Biſhops, but were 
19% doch rejected afterwards in the 
Houle of Commons. And conſidering the Conſe- 
quence of thoſe Bills to the Intereſt of the inferior 
„ Clergy, 


9 N 
. 41 


. - 
, "PR * 
* 


Clergy, if not to the Church in general, I do not 
greatly wonder that the Oppoſition made againſt 
them ſhould be attended with much Zeal and Fer- 


* at the Conduct of ſome of the Clergy in that 
Affair. | ot) | 
My Lord, I am thoroughly perſwaded that the 
; Intention of my Lords the Biſhops in promoting 
thoſe Bills was upright, and ſuch as your Lordſhip 
b mentions ; vz. the Advancement of Religion and 
of the Proteſtant Intereſt, and the Benefit and Ser- 
vice of the Body of the Clergy. But that thoſe Bills 
were well calculated or had a natural Aptitude and 
| Tendency to produce thoſe good Ends, of that, my 
Lord, I am not fo well fatisfied by many Degrees 
b for ſeveral Reaſons, which I ſhall mention as they 
fall in my Way. 75 | 
Your Lordſhip begins with the Bill which was 
firſt debated, intituled, according to your Lordſhip, 
(for I never heard the Title of it before) 4 Bill more 
effetually to enable the Clergy having Cure of Souls to 
4 refide on their reſpective Benefices, and to build on their 
: reſpective Glebe- Lands, 

y My Lord, by this Title one would be led ro ima- 
F gine, that ſome Aſſiſtance was intended to be given 
| to the Clergy by the Act towards building Houſes 


on their Glebes; becauſe the Title of the Bill is to 
enable them to reſide, and to build. Now if the Act 
would not have enabled them to build, as well as to 
reſide, it was but a flattering Title, or a Miſnomer at 
beſt; for it might have been more properly intituled 
An Act more effettually to enable the Clergy, to reſide 
on their Benefices, by compelling them to build on their 
Glebes. 

Your Lordſhip proceeds next to acquaint us, that 
this Bill is relative to an Act made in the firſt Year 
of His prelent Majeſty, in which a Biſhop is impower'd 

| 10 


vour, tho' I am ſorry to find that your Lordſhip , 
apprehends your ſelf to have juſt Reaſon to be off. B 


jk 


(5) F 
ty oblige any Clergyman of his Dioceſi, having a Bene« 
fice worth One Hundred and Fifty Pounds, per Ann. 
with a convenient Glebe, to build an Houſe on the ſame 
within a certain Time, to be limited and appointed 
by the Biſhop, after ſuch Clergyman has been tuo 
Years in Poſſeſſion of ſuch Benefice, which Act (as 
your Lordſhip obſerves) is now in Forcez and, my 
Lord, I do not remember to have heard thar any 
publick Oppoſition was made to it at the Time of 
its paſling. | 
Here then, my Lord, I humbly beg Leave to ask 
whether that Act might not have been a ſufficient 
Tryal of the Clergy, if the Biſhops had been pleaſed 
” to have put it in Execution, and to have waited a 
little to ſee the Event of it? Would they not ſoon 
have diſcovered by it from what Cauſe or Cauſes the 
Want of Glebe-Houſes in this Kingdom ariſes ? W he» 
ther from the Poverty of the Clergy in general, (few 
of rhem * any Money or other Subſtanco of 
their own at firſt to begin to build with) or from their 
natural Indiſpoſition and Averſion from building, or 
from the inconvenient Situation of their Glebes with re- 
ſpect to the Church, or from any other, and what 
Cauſe? And ſince that Act is in force, may not this 
Experiment be made ſtil!? | 
1 | But your Lordſhip tells us, that upon mature Conſi- 
deration, the Biſhops, finding it expedient to. bring 
the Qualification ſtill lower, brought in the Bill in 
Queſtion for amending the Defects of the former At. 
And that in this Bill it was enacted that 
If any Perſon ſhall hereafter accept of any Deanry, 
Arch-deaconry, Dignity, Frebendary of one or more Rec- 
tories (having ns Vicarage endowed) Vicarages, perpetual 
Curacies , or other Eccleſiaſtical Preferments, with Cure 
of Souls belonging thereto, which either ſingly or jointly, 
or together with what he at the Time of the Acceptance 
thereof ſball enjoy in the ſame Dioceſe, ſhall make up the 
Sum of One Hundred Pounds, Sterl. per Ann, every 
fach 
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ſuch Dean, Arch-Deacon, Dignitary, Prebendary, Rec- 


tor, Vicar, Curate, or other Eccleſiaſtical. Perſon having 
Cure of Souls, after he hath been three Years in Poſſeſ= 


fron thereof, and having no Houſe thereon fit and conve- 


nient for his Reſidence z and any one of ſuch Renefices 
being endowed with ſuch Portion of Glebe Land as the 
Archbiſhop or Biſhop of the Dioceſe ſhall judge fit and 
convenient for building thereon, ſhall, within a certain 
Time, to be limited and appointed by the Archbiſhop or 
Biſhop of the Dioceſe, build and improve on ſuch Glebe 
Land, in ſuch Manner, with ſuch Conſent, under ſuch 
Rules and Limitations, and with ſuch Bencfits and Ad- 
vantages, and be entitled to ſuch Proportion of the Mo- 
ney laid out in building, and improving on ſuch Glebe- 
Land, as by the ſaid recited Aft is mentioned and ex- 
preſſed. 

Here your Lordſhip remarks, it appears at firſt 
Sigbt, that the main end of this Clauſe, which makes 
up the Bulk of the Bill, is to promote the Reſidence 
of the Clergy deſcribed in it, and that the Bill raken 
in this general View mult be allowed to be good. 

My Lord, tho' my Sight be none of the quickeſt, 
yet I think I diſcern clearly enough in the Clauſe a 
good Deſign in general, to promote the Reſidence 
of the lower Clergy, amidlt ſeveral dark Spots that 
appear up and down in it; and Charity obliges me 
to believe, that thoſe who voted for this Bill, more 
eſpecially my Lords the Biſhops, took it in this 
Light. 4 85 5 
But, my Lord, what appears well in general and 
at firſt Sight, is not always fit to paſs into a Law, 
or to be made a part of it; becauſe upon a nearer- 
View, and a more exact and particular Examination 
of the ſeveral Parts, of which a Bill, or the principal 
Clauſe of a Bill does conſiſt, and upon comparing 
them one with another, many ſhrewd Ohjections muy 
be, and often are raiſed againſt it. Of which Ob- 
ſcurizy is none of the lealt on ſundry Accounts; 
fe n chiefly, 
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chiefly, becauſe it is ever apt to induce a Suſpicion of 
ſome latent Miſchief which may follow, altho' per- 
haps it was not intended, And, my Lord, I have 
heard that this very Objection was made to the Clauſe, 
that your Lordſhip has publiſhed as containing the 
main Subſtance of the Bill, altho' your Lordſhip has 
forgot to mention it. 

am loth to be troubleſome to your Lordſhip, yet 
I cannot well omit to take ſome Notice here of a 
Paſſage, fallen from your Pen, which, tho' right 
in the main, may be liable to ſome Exception. 
Where ſpeaking of the Reſidence of ſuch of the Cler- 

„which this Bill was intended to inforce; your 

ords are theſe, Without which it is impoſſible for 
them to anſwer the great Ends for which they were 
made Clergymen. My Lord, this Paſſage muſt not be 
underſtood too ſtrictly, ſo as to confine the Reſidence 
of ſuch Clergymen to their Glebes only, and thereby 
to condemn the Reſidence of thoſe that dwell in hired 
Houſes more convenient and nearer to the Church, 
particularly in Market-Towns, nor yet muſt they be 
interpreted to relate only ta a conſtant and fix'd Reſi- 
dence, left they ſhould ſeem abſolutely to condemn, 
not only all Faculties to hold two or more Livings, 
but even the Commendams of the Biſhops themſelves, 
both which (I verily believe) ir was beyond your 
Lordſhips Intention to condemn. 

After this your Lordſhip proceeds to conſider the 
Objections that were made againſt the Bill. 

The firſt of which is, That it was compulſory on 
Deans, Arch. Deacons, Dignitaries, and Prebendaries, who 
were not included in the former Act, and that the pro- 
per Reſidence of ſuch is at the Cathedral Church. Here 
— Lordſhip takes no Notice of the Twenty - Sixth 

anon, enjoyning the Reſidence of Deans at their 
Cathedrals for the Space of Ninety Days at leaſt in 
(very Year, provided that they have Houſes belong- 
ing to their Deanries, or Lands to build them on; nor 
| 5er 
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yet of the Twenty eighth Canon, which concerns the 
Reſidence of other Dignitaries, and Prebends at the 
ſame, but is ſo far from excuſing them from Reſidence 
on their Benefices, on account thereof, that it ſtrict- 
ly enjoyns them to reſide on them, and not at their 
Cathedrals above one Month, or at moſt two in the 
whole Year. Thus far, my Lord, if I may ſpeak it 
without Offence, your Lordſhip's Anſwer ſeems to be 
ſomewhat ſhort. But then, as that Anſwer is founded 
on a plain and palpable Difference betwixt this Church, 
and the Church of England, with reſpect to ſuch Pre- 
ferments, it is in my Judgment very material. Thoſe 
Preferments are in England generally, if not always ſine 
Cures, With us they have Pariſhes annex'd with 
Cure of Souls, as your Lordihip obſerves. In a Word, 
they are rather nominal than real Preferments for the 
molt part in Ireland, and chiefly ſerve to keep up a near- 
er and greater Conformity with the Church of Eng- 
land. - And this, my Lord, I readily own, does in a 
great Meaſure take off the Force of this Objection 
againſt the Bill And I deſire that your Lordſhip 
will no: forget what you have ſaid on this Head, if 
| ſhould have Occaſion to remind you of it in the 
Courſe of my Anſwer to your Lordſhip's Letter. 

The ſccond Object ion mentioned by your Lordſhip 
to be made _ the Bill, is, that it extended to U- 
nions. And your Lordſhip confeſſes that this was one 
of the principal Views of the Bill, becauſe the great 
eſt Deſect of Reſidence was obſerved to be there. 
And yet, my Lord, a very little after your Lordſhip 
acknowledges that ſuch Unions (Unions of ſmal] Living) 
are in Truth a great Diſcouragement io Building, And not 
only ſo, but that this has been pleaded by the Incum- 
bents, as an Excuſe for their neglecting to build, and 

that this Excuſe has been generally admitted by the 
Biſhops * And pray, my i ord, why ſhould it not be 
admiucd ſtill? elpecially unleſs one of the Glebes of 
the united Pariſhes lye very near and convenient ta 


lome 
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ſome Church, where there is conſtant Service? If , 
theſe Unions were perpetual, 3 might be ſaid 
for compelling their Incumbents to build, But where 
they are temporary, apd the Pariſhes of which wy 
conſiſt are perhaps in the Gift ot ſeveral Patrons, ſo 
that probably they may never be united again, I ſee 
no Reaſon for arming the Biſhops with a Power, 
that can be of no great Service to the Church, bur 
which may poſlibly prove vexatious to ſome of the 
Clergy through the well-meaning, but untemper'd 
Zeal of ſome one, or more Biſhops, for building on 
Glebes, howſoever ſituated. 

But your Lordſhip asks, muſt rhe Pariſhioners want 
the Benefit of a Reſident Minifler, becauſe three or four 
Pariſnes are put together in order to provide bim a Main- 
tenance ? If he receives their temporal Things, ſhould 
not they in return receive bis ſpiritual Things ? My 
Lord, in all Reaſon, But may they not receive his 
ſpiritual Things in the Church? Or may they not re- 
ceive them in an hired Houle near the Church, as 
well as in a Houſe on his Glebe at a greater Diſtance 
from it? And will your Lordſhip call ſuch a Perſon 
Non-Reſident, eſpecially while he has as yet no Houſe 
on his Glebe, to reſide in? | 

' Your Lordſhip here adds a Thing, which I ſhould 
have leaſt of all expected, viz. That the laſt Clauſe of 
the Bill carried down the Compulſion to a Bensfice of 
Fifty Pounds, per Ann. provided the Incumbent ſhould 
previouſly obtain from the Truſtees of the Firſt- Fruits 
an Hundred Pounds, the better to enable him to build. 
But, my Lord, can it be imagined that the Truſtces 
of the Firſt- Fruits would have advanced an Hundred 
Pounds ro encourage a Clergyman to lay out on his 
Glebe Seventy- five Pounds of his own, which was 
his Proportion, and all that the Bill could otherwiſe 
hare obliged him to lay out? 

Or was it the Intention of this Bill to have oblig'd 
3 Clergyman who had one Living of Fifty Pounds, 


ger 
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|, per Am, with a Glebe belonging to it, and another 


Living, or Livings, lying in the fame Dioceſe, but at 
the Diſtance of Twenty Miles {perhaps) from the 
firſt, and worth (for Inſtance) Ninety-eight Pounds 
per Ann. to have laid out a Year and an half's Profits 
of the Whole, that is two Hundred and twenty-two. 
Pounds, together with an Hundred Pounds advanced 
by the Truſtees, in all three Hundred and twenty- 
two Pounds, on the Glebe of a Living, which in 


the Whole was worth no more than Fifty Pounds 


per Aun. | 
As ſuch Improvements would have been too large 


for the Living on which they would have been made, 
ſo they would have been but of little Uſe in order to 
have enabled ſuch Clergyman to have attended the Ser- 
vice of. his other Cures at preſent, and of none art all 
hereafter, when thole Livings ſhould come again ro 
be in ſeparate Hands. And 1s it credible, my Lord, 
that the Truſtees of the Firſt Fruits would have par- 
ted with an Hundred Pounds on ſuch poor Views as 
theſe. | 

But I am ſenſible I am got into the Dark for want 
of a Copy of the Bills as they paſſed the Houle of 
Lords, which J have not yet been able to procure ; 
and being unwilling to wander any further in it, I 
proceed to the Third and laſt Exception to the Bill, 
VIZ. 

That it was unneceſſary the Clergy being generally 
Reſident in this Kingdom, And when I have diſpatch'd 
that, I ſhall return to conſider ſome Paſſages, interve- 
ning betwixt the Sixth and Sixteenth Pages of your 
Lordſhip's Letter, leſt I ſhould ſeem to pals over ſo 
conſiderable a Part of it wholly unregarded. 

My Lord, this Objection to the Bill that it was un- 
neceſſary, is of the greateſt Weight, and ſeems to 
ſtrike at the Foundation of it. | 

In anſwer to it your Lordſhip ſays, Look thro! mo 


of our Dioceſes, and compare the Number of the beneficed 
Clergy 
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Clergy with the Number of Glebe- Houſes, and ſee if 


there be an Houſe for every Man, or for every Second, 
or even third Man in the Kingdom. | 

But (my Lord) that may be owing chiefly to the 
Inconvenient Situation of their Glebes. For to what 


End ſhould they build on Glebes that lye many times 


at two, ſometimes at three Miles diſtance from their 


Churches ? After they have performed the Morning 


Service on Sundays, muſt they not go back to their 
own Houſes to dine? And mult they return a ſecond 
Time to their Churches to perform the Afternoon 
Service ? Or is it ſo much as poſſible for them to do 


it in tha Winter Seaſon? Do the Clergy that dwell at 


half that Diſtance, ordlnarily do this? Is not by this 
Means Catechiſing of Children (of ſuch ſingular Ad- 
vantage for grounding them in the Principles of true 
Religion) together with the whole Afternoon: Ser- 
vice in many Places neglected? Is not this the 
Reaſon why Divine-Serviee is ſo ſeldom performed 
on Holy-days in Country-Pariſhes, and why Church- 
ings of Women are frequently omitted, and are going 
apace into Diſuſe? | 

My Lord, when I ſee beneficed Clergymen, who 
are yet in their full Strength and Vigour, building 
| Houſes on their Glebes with Diligence and Chearful- 
nels, at the Diſtance of half a Mile or leſs from their 
Churches in Obedience to the Commands of their Su- 
periours, I own I am pleaſed with their honeſt Zeal, 
and cannot help applauding them for it, Burt yer I 
cannot avoid reflecting at the ſame Time, that, as old 
Age and Infirmities draw on, they will grow ſenſi- 
ble of the Inconveniencies even of this ſmall Diſtance 
and that in their beſt Eſtate they will find it very 


difficult, if not impoſſible, eſpecially in the Winter 


Scaton, to bring half their Families along with them 
to Church. 


I preſume your Lordſhip is not ignorant how far 


better accommodated the beneficed Clergy of Eng- 
land 


—— — — — 
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land are in this Reſpect, They have almoſt in every 
Parith a ſmall Glebe lying next to the Church, on 
which their Parſonage-Houſes are built; inſomuch that 
it is not hard for a Traveller, as he paſſes through a 
Village, to diſtinguiſh the Parſonage-Houſe from the 
reſt of the Houſes by that Mark; altho' he be a per- 
fe& Stranger there. In moſt Pariſhes, in the Mid- 
land eſpecialiy, the Church-yard Wall is a- Fence to 
the Rector's Garden on one Side, and he paſſes from 
his Houſe ro his Church, thro' a Door fix'd in that 
Wall. Theſe are mighty Conveniencies for the di(- 
charging all Parts of Divine Service, and that at all 
Times; which the Clergy of Ireland commonly want, 
and perhaps no where more, than where they have 
ehe largeſt and moſt valuable Glebes; and they are 
therefore many times compell'd to take Farms, or to 
hire Houſes, (tho' at an Over - value) as near, and con- 
venient to their Churches, as they can, for the better 
and more effectual Diſcharge of their Duty. 
Your Lordihip was not only aware of this Plea, 
but you have actually admitted it, where you fay, 
That if Reſidence be made effeftual, you will not cenſure 
it, tho it be not in every Point Canonical. And as to 
what your Lordſhip objects, That the Reſidence of 
ſuch Clergy, as have no Houſes on their Glebes, is pre- 
carious, and many times a difficult and diſtreſi'd kind of 
Reſidence, My Lord, the Clergy cannot help that; 
they muſt ſubmit to Neceſſity, and take things as 
they find them, Bur furely it cannot well be a more 
difficult, or diſtreſſed Reſidence (provided it be tole- 
rably near to the Church) than Reſidence on a far 
diſtant Glebe would be : And if it be more preca- 
rious, it will be at the ſame Time more effectual to 
the Service of the Cure. And, my Lord, I am of 
Opinion that in ſuch a Caſe a Succeſſor would be fo 
far from looking on what his Predeceſſor had expend- 


ed on ſuch a diſtant Glebe, as a comfortable Legacy | 


left to himſelf, that he would account it rather an un- 
neceſſary 


| C1439 
neceſſary and intolerable Burthen laid on him and his 
Succeſlors, | 
But pray (my Lord) why will not your Lordſhip 
allow the Reſidence of fuch Clergymen, as I have be- 
fore deſcribed, who have not Houſes on their Glebes, 
to be Canonical ? Is there any Canon that condemns 
it, or that ſo much as enjoyns the Inferior Clergy to 
reſide on their Glebes? My Lord I know of none 
either in England, or Ireland; nor yet of any other 
Law (except the Act before mentioned) made in the 
Firſt Year of his preſent Majeſty, which requires the 
Inferior Clergy to build Houſes on their Glebes, where 
there were none before. | 
And, my Lord, in my Judgment this Bill was the 
more unneceſſary by reaſon of that Act, by which the 
Reſidence of ſo conſiderable a Part of the Inferior 
Clergy on their Glebes was ſo lately provided for. And 
there is ſtill another thing that render'd it leſs neceſ- 
ſary, and ſeaſonable at preſent, and that is, the ſeveral 
Acts mentioned in the eleventh Page of your Lordſhip's 
.Letter, for enabling the Laity to give Lands lying 
convenient in Exchange for inconvenient Glebes, and 
to endow Churches that have no Glebes, and to ena- 
ble the Biſhops to grant away their own Lands for 
Glebes; which wiſe and good Acts have not yet pro- 
duced their deſired Effects ſor lack of Time. 
I proceed now to conſider ſome Paſſages interven- 
ing between the fixth and fixteenth Pages of your 


: Lordſhip's Letter, which were hitherto pals'd over by 
me only for the ſake of Method. 


At the ſeventh Page your Lordſhi 2 much in 
Favour of the — — was — to have been 
given to the Biſhops by the Bill: And amongſt other 
Things you ſay, That it was @ Power to compel the 
lower Clergy to begin à Habit of Frugality and good Oe- 
conomy. At leaft that it was a Power to ſecure to 
their Widows and Children, or other Relations three 


Fonrths 


— A - 
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Fourths of the prime Coft expended in Building and Im- 
proving. | 10 
My Lord, I fear that tho' ſuch a Power in the Bi- 
Mops over the poorer Clergy, ought to have been a 
Motive of Frugality and good Occonomy, yet that 
it would not always have wrought thoſe good Effects 
on them. | 6 
But, my Lord, how or by what Means would it 
have ſecured to their Widows and Children or other 
Relations (I do not ſay three Fourths, but) any Part of 
what was laid out by them in Building and Impro- 
ving ? Put the Caſe that they were worth little or 
nothing before they began to build, and that their Buil- 
ding ſhould have run them into Debt, or that they 
ſhould live extravagantly, or prove unfortunate after- 
wards, would not their Creditors recover what Mo- 
ney was due on Account of their Buildings and Im- 
provements from their Wives and Children? Would 
they not attach it in the Hands of their Succeſſors? 
Your Lordſhip labours in the eighth and ninth Pa- 
ges to ſhew, That the Biſhop is the moſt proper Perſon 
zo judge of the Fitneſs of a Glebe for Building and Im- 
proving on, not only as he is the proper Governor of the 
Clergy, but alſo as be is an indifferent Judge, which it 
muſt be allowed the Incumbent cannot be, becauſe it is bis 
own Cauſe, | 
But, my Lord, if you pleaſe to look back, you will 


find that the Thing complained of there, and that to 


which your Lordſhip ought to have anſwered, was 
not ſo much that the Biſhop was made a Judge what 
Glebe was convenient, as that it was left entirely to 
his Diſcretion, or in other Words, that he was made 


the ſole and final Judge of it by the Bill, which it is 


apprehended he was not by the former Act? For the 
Words in the former Act are {| Being endowed with 
Glebe-Lands, lying near his Pariſh-Church, and being fit 
and convenient for Building) which Words left the 


Judges of the Common Law (who are the Expoſi- 
| tors 


(15) 
tors of all Statutes) to determine that Matter finally, 
if the Incumbent ſhould think himſelf aggrieved b 
the Biſhop's Judgment. But the Words of the Bill 
are [Such Portion of Glebe-Land as the Archbiſhop or 
Biſhop of the Dioceſe ſhall judge fit and convenient for 
Building thereon | which leave it ſolely and entirely to 
the Biſhops or Archbiſhops Judgment. And how far 
ſuch an Alteration might prejudice the Inferior Cler- 
gy againſt this Bill, I leave it to your Lordſhip to 
judge. 
a 3 Lordſhip afterwards proceeds to obviate an 
Objection, ſuppoſed to be made againſt the Biſhops, 
viz, That they had no kind Intentions towards the Infe- 
rior Clergy, and affected the Powers given by the Bill 
with a Deſign to oppreſs and enſlave them. 

My Lord, notwithſtanding the bale and ſcurrilous 

Pamphlets, that have (warmed of late, many of which 
have been fathered on Authors, who (I am perſwa- 
ded) deteſt and abhor them, I profeſs fincerely that I 
do not know any Perſon (Clergyman or other) that is 
ſo unjuſt or uncharitable as to believe this of the Bench 
of Biſhops. 
+ However, to remove this Objection (ſuch as it is) 
your Lordſhip in the tenth Page argues thus, If the 
Biſhops were inclined to vex the Inferior Clerey, they need- 
ed not the Aid of this Bill ; the Laws in being ſupply 
them with Power ſufficient for that End. And for Proof 
of this Aſſertion, you ſay in the ſame Page, 

Look over the Conſtitutions, Rubricks, and Canons of 
the Church, and you will ſee that a Biſhop can every Day 
of his Life harraſs, and diſtreſs in his Courts every Cler- 
Oman in bis Dioceſe, 

My Lord, this is a ſtrange Account of the Canons 
and Conſtitutions of this Church, which could not 
have had the Force of Laws without the Conſent of 
the Interior Clergy to them in Convocation, as your 
Lordſhip will eaſily diſcern by a little Reflection. I 
have looked them over according to your Direction, 
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and find many of them harmleſs, as having no Penal- - 
ty at all annex'd to them, and the reſt not difficult to 

he kept by a regular and upright Clergyman, who wilt 
take the Pains now and then to read them. And as - 
to the Rubricks (my Lord) they are only Directions 
for the better and more regular Performance of Di- 
vine Service; and tho they are eſtabliſhed by Law, 
yet they have not the Force of Laws themſelves, nor 
is a wilful Tranſgreſſion of them Penal, without one, 
or more previous Admonitions, much leſs an involun- 

one, N 

At the eleventh and following Pages, your Lordſhip 
inſtances in ſeveral Things, whereby the Affection of 
the preſent Set of Biſhops to their Clergy, and their 
Concern for their Intereſt may appear; which is ur- 
ged as a further Argument to convince the Clergy, of 
what moſt of them, I believe, were very well con- 
vinced before, viz. that the Biſhops had no Intenti- 
ons to oppreſs, or inſlave them by the Bills. 

Here your Lordſhips asks : Do nos the Biſhops wink 
at the bad Titles, by which Livings are accumulated thro 
the Kingdom ? Pray, my Lord, how do they wink at 
them ? Or how are ſuch Livings accumulated ? IE 
they are full (as one — 2 them to be by your 
mentioning bad Titles, and by the Inſtance that fol- 
lows) it is evident that the Biſhops muſt have filled 
them, either by inſtituting Clerks to them on the 
Preſentation of pretended Patrons, or elſe by their own 
Collation. In either Caſe the Biſhop has nothing 
further to do, more than any other Perſon. "ts 

The Inſtance your Lordſhip gives of a certain Lord 
Lieutenant, who ſollicited a Biſhop (for ſo I underſtand 
it) to ſearch for Livings lapſed to the Crown within 
his own Dioceſe, is ſomewhat extraordinary, Surely 
the Regiſter, or ſome inferior Clerk in the Office, 
would have been a more proper Perſon to have em- 
ployed in ſuch a Buſineſs than the Biſhop, and might 
have done it as cffeftually ? But how many — 

wy 


| ( 19, ). 
(my Lord) does your, Lordſhip ſuppoſe may be in 
Lapſe to the Crown at this, or any other determi- 
nate Time, which will anſwer the Trouble and Ex- 
nce of taking out the Crown's Title to them? 
y Lord, I dare ſay that there are very few in the 
Kingdom; I believe not one, that will countervail 
that Expence, and the odious Imputation of being a 
King's-Fiſher into the Bargain. | 
And, my Lord, as to the ſmaller Livings in the 
Crown's Gift, which will not quit the Coſt of a Pre- 
ſentatian from the King, they are commonly held by 
the. Collation of the Bithop. And, where they are 
ſo poor, that they will not quit the Coſt of a Colla- 
tion, the Profits are granted away by Sequeſtration to 
any neighbouring Clergy man, that is willing to under- 
take the. Cure. And there is no Remedy for theſe 
Things that I know of. I remember a Clergyman in 
England in the Reign of King William, who would 
not take the Oarhs to the Government, or at leaſt 
took no Care to do it. And being asked whether he 
was not apprehenſive of loſing his Living by it, he 
anſwered, No: My Living (ſays he) is worth hut 
eight Pounds a Year, and if any Man will do the Dus» 
ty for leſs, let him. 


.. Your,Lordſhip asks again in the ſame Page, who 
brought in, and afterwards continued the Bill for ſe- 
curing the Right of Advowſons, and Preſentations to 
Ecclellaſtical Benefices, by which the mean Profits 
are ſecured to the Recoyering Clerk againſt the In- 
truder, in order to reſtrain the Biſhop from admitting 
tor Benefices at Pleaſure, and by Affection to the Pre- 
judice ot Lay-Patrons?; : 

Wbo brought in this Bill ! You muſt know 
better than I, as alſo what arc the Advantages of 
ip. But, my Lord, one would have, thought, that it 
had been deſigned for the Reſtraining uſurping Clerks 
fram intruding into Benefices, to which they had no 
good Title, rather than Biſhops from admitting ſuch 
> LR 5 _ 
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Clerks, which your Lordſhip intimates to be the Rea- 
ſon for bringing in and continuing this Act; becauſe 
the ſecuring the mean Profits to the Clerk, who pre- 
vails in the Suit, by compelling the Clerk Incumbent 
to refund them, may well diſcourage inferior Clergy- 
men from intermeddling with bad, or even diſputable 
Titles, but is no Diſcouragement to the Biſhop from 
admitting ſuch Titles on the Preſentation of others, 
as far as I can ſee, n 

There is indeed one great Diſadvantage to the Bi- 
ſhops naturally ariſing from this Act; and that is, 
whenever a Biſhop has a controverted Title to a 
Benefice,he mutt either quit his Claim altogether, or elſe 
maintain it at his own Coſt ; for he will find it diffi- 
cult to get a Clerk who will venture to defend the 
Suit for him. And conſidering how difficult and in- 
tricate Suits in quare impedit are, and upon what nice 
Points they often turn, a Biſhop may be induced ma- 
ny times to let go a probable Right to the Diſadvan- 
tage of his See, rather than to maintain it at Law to 
the ' Diſadvantage of his Family. 

Another Effect of this Act is this; that as it extends 
to Clerks preſented by the Crown, who, where the 
Crown brings the quare impedit, are not ſo much as 
made Parties to the Suit; it is a mighty Encourage- 
ment to them not only at firſt to hunt out, and to 
accept of any old dormant Title, how unequitable ſoe- 
ver it may appear, but even to proſecute it, after Judg- 
ment is given againſt the Crown, by Writs of Error 
to higher Courts, in hopes of prevailing at laſt, and 
of being amply repaid, not only by recovering the Be- 
nefice in Dilpute, but alſo the mean Profits that have 
accrued pending the Suit. And tho” they ſhould fail 
of Succels in it, yet ſtill they are thought to have a 
juſt Claim to His Majeſty's Favour, and a Right to 
expect perhaps better Preferment, whenever it falls, 
than what they have miſs'd of, merely on Account of 
the Zeal they have ſhewn, and the Trouble and Coſt 


they 
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oy have been at in defending His Majeſty's Title to 
ſuc 


conteſted Preferments. And this is another great 
Encouragement to ſome Men at leaſt to undertake ſuch 
Suits at firſt, and afterwards to proſecute them as far 
as they will go. In the mean time there is not the 
leaſt Remedy or Recompence to the Incumbent for 
all that he ſhall have ſpent, and ſuffered in fo long and 
vexatious a Suit; bur it is enough for him, that he 


has obtained his Quietas at laſt, and that he has eſca- 


ped his utter Undoing. How equitable theſe Things 


may appear to my Lords the Biſhops, or whether they 


have been conſidered by them hitherto, as they de- 
ſerve, or what mighty Advantages there may be ari- 
ſing from this Act (which do nor readily occur to me) 
en to outweigh theſe ſeeming Diſadvantages, I 
cannot tell. But, as this Act is not yet made perpe- 
tual, I hope that all Things relating to it will be 
thoroughly conſidered, and weighed in proper time; 


and that in the mean while your Lordſhip will forbear 


to charge me with arraigning the Laws in being, on 
Account of any thing I have ſaid in Reference to this 


Act, which has been entirely occaſioned by your intro- 
ducing it, as brought in by the Biſhops to their Ho- 


nour, and the Church's Advantage. 

J have ſtill one Word more to add in Reference to 
that Act; which is, that long before it was made, 
the Statute of Weſtminſter 2. Chapter 7. in the 13th 


of Edward the Firſt, gave Damages to half a Years 


Value of the Church againſt the Intruder, and in 
Caſe of Non-payment of them, half a Years Impri- 
ſonment, and that theſe Damages were recoverable in 
the ſame Action in which the Right was tryed and 


determined, without ſending the Victor to another 
Court to bring a new Suit tor them there. And this 


was thought to be a ſufficient Remedy in former 
Times, when the Doctrine of Quare impedit was at 
leaſt as well underſtood, as it is at this Day; and that 
Act is ſtill in Force. 
+ B 2 | Your 
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I Your Lordſhip asks again, who brought in the 
Bills for the better Maintenance of Curates ? Was it 
not the Biſhops ? 

My Lord, the beneficed Clergy cannot, nor will 
nor deny, that the Biſhops have done much good both 
to themſelves, and others, and that as well in Parlia- 
ment, as out of ir. But your Lordſhip ſeems not al- 
ways to be happy in the Choice of thole Inſtances 

ou give to prove it. The Acts laſt mentioned are 
undoubtedly good Acts, and in the Main for the Ad- 
vantage of the Church. But then your Lordſhip 

cannot but know that by them a Power was taken from 
| the inferior beneficed Clergy, and placed in the Bi- 
ſhops. For, before theſe Acts, it was in the Power 

| of every beneficed Clergyman, to make an Agreement 

| with his Curate for his Salary, before he nominated 

| him to the Biſhop, Whereas, by theſe Acts the Bi- 

3 ſhops have the Power of allocating the Salaries of Cu- 

| rates at the Time they are nominared, or whenever 

| elſe they ſhall ſee Occaſion, So that the Biſhops 
| bringing in theſe Bills (how good ſoever they may 
be in themſelves) is improperly alledged by your Lord- 
ſhip to demonſtrate their Concern for the Intereſt of 
the beneficed Clergy, fince the Bills appear to have 
been deſigned for the Advantage of the Unbeneficed, 
that is, of the Curates; for whoſe Benefit the Power 
of appointing theſe Salaries was transferr'd to the Bi- 
| ſhops out of the Hands of the Inferior Clergy, 

In the thirteenth and fourteenth Pages, your Lord- 
ſhip ſpeaks of the Remedy which this Bill had pro-; 
vided in Caſe a Clergyman ſhould refuſe to build, which , 
was (it ſeems) by Sequeſtration ; and this your Lordſhip. 
acknowledges might have proved vexatious, and expen- 
five in ill Hands, But for that you are of Opinion 
that the Incumbent might have thanked himſelf, becauſe 
he made it neceſſary; with more to the fame Effect. 


As 
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As your Lordſhip has not printed that Part of the 
Bill, which relates to it, I have little to ſay concern- 
ing it; only I have been told, in Caſe the Biſnop and 
Incumbent had died at a Time when the Sequeſtrator 
had Money in his Hands, not laid out; that there 
was no Direction in the Bill how it ſhould be appli- 
ed, or diſpoſed of afterwards z which was accounted 
no {mall Defect in it. TY 

I come now to the Bill for explaining and amend- 
ing the Union and Diviſion Act, which recires in the 
Preamble (as your Lordſhip ſays) That there are in 
this Kingdom ſeveral Pariſhes of very large Extent, and 
of great yearly Income, and if divided, would make a 
comfortable Support and Maintenance for two or more In- 
cumbents. 

That this End may be fruſtrated by reaſon of the 
Incumbent's not giving his Conſent to ſuch Diviſion, or 
by reaſon of the Church of ſuch Pariſh being vacant. 
And then for Remedy Enacts, That when the Church 
is vacant, or if the Incumbent of any ſuch Pariſh ſhall 
refuſe to give his Conſent to ſuch Diviſion, that then 
and in ſuch Caſes it ſhall be lawful to and for the Chief 
Governor or Governors of this Kingdom for the Time 
being, with the Aſent of the major Part of the Privy 
Council in Council aſſembled, ſix at leaſt conſenting, whers 
it ſhall be made appear to them that in the Diviſion of 
ſuch large Pariſh propoſed to them for their Approbation, 
the Church of the old Pariſh will after ſuch Do 
made, continue werth at leaſt, communibus Annis, Three 
Bundred Pounds per Annum, with the Approbation and 
Conſent of the Archbiſhop of the Province, the Biſhop of 
the Dioceſe, and the Patron and Patrons of ſuch Pariſh 
to make and eftabliſh ſuch Diviſion, of ſuch oli Pariſh, 
in ſuch Manner and under the ſame Savings, and Pro- 
viſo's, as they might have done by Vertue of the Afts 
of the Second and Temb of King George 1le Fir, in 
Caſe the Incumbent had given his Conſent thereto, or the 
ſaid Church bad not been vacant. To which your Lon 
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ſhip adds, that there is afterwards a Saving for the 
prelent Incumbent, ſo that he cannot ſuffer in his 
Income by it, and that this is the Subſtance of the 
Bill. 

My Lord, all that I can find in the Preamble to 
this Bill is, that there are ſome Pariſhes of ſuch large 
Extent, and great yearly Income, that they might 
well be divided into two or three, and that they 
then would afford a comfortable Maintenance to as 
many Incumbents. 

By this it is intimated indeed, tho' not expreſs'd, 
that the dividing of ſuch Pariſhes would be of Ser- 
vice, and Benefit to the Church. Which I conceive 
ought to have been directly aſſerted (not intimated 
only) the better to induce what follows. For other- 
wiſe it may be diſputed whether ſuch large Pariſhes 
ought to be divided, or not; becauſe, as Things 
ſtand at preſent, each of them commonly affords a 
Maintenance to two or more Clergymen, tho? to no 
more than one Incumbent, The End therefore, which 
may be fruſtrated (as the Preamble ſays) by reaſon of 
the Incumbent's not giving his Conſent to the Divi- 
ſion of ſuch Pariſh, or by the Church of ſuch Pa- 
riſh being vacant, us the comfortable Support ard 
Maintenance of ſo many more Incumbents. Not, m 
Lord, of ſo many more Clergymen to attend the Cure 
of ſuch Pariſh (for ſuch it already maintains) but of 
ſo many more Incumbents. And for this the follow- 
ing Remedy was provided by the Kill. 

Your Lordſhip indeed ſuppoſes, and takes it all a- 
long for granted in your Reaſonings on this Bill, that 
there is but one Clergyman in every ſuch Pariſh, oc 
ar leaſt that Divine-Service is no where performed in 
it, but at the Pariſh-Church, and therefore, that ſuch 
Members of the Church, or Proteſtants (as your Lord- 
ſhip affects to call them) who live towards the Extre- 
mity of ſuch Pariſhes, cannot. repair to Divine-Sers 
yice for one half of the Year, if they would, and that 
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in Fact they do not ſee their own Church once in 
many Years, and their Miniſter not much oftner. In 
ſhort your Lordſhip repreſents them as a People thar 
are utterly neglected, as Sheep ly ing out of the Eye 
and Reach of their Shepherd, continually expoſed to 
be ſeduced by Popiſb Prieſts and Emiſſaries, and to be 
devoured by the Wolves of the Church of Rome? 
This is very tragical indeed! Theſe (ſays your Lord- 
ſhip) are the Evils, which the Bill lately rejected was 
deſigned to remedy, by increaſing the Number of Churches 
and Incumbents on thoſe overgrown Pariſhes, 

My Lord, if theſe were the Evils which that Bill 
was indeed deſigned to Remedy, it is ſtrange that we 
do not find the leaſt Mention or Intimation of them 
in the Preamble to it. This makes me ſuſpect that 
your Lordſhip has miſtaken the true and real Intention 
of the Bill, which appears from the Preamble to have 
been to make way for the comfortable Support and 
Maintenance of more Incumbents; And the Reaſon 
why the Evils, which your Lordſhip ſays were de- 
ſigned to be remedied by the Bill, are not mentioned 
in the Preamble, I judge to be this; becauſe the Par- 
liament well knew, that thoſe Evils were long ſince 
provided againſt by the Common Law, which allows 
and approves of building Chappels of Eaſe in large 
Pariſhes, where a conſiderable Body of the Pariſhio- 
ners dwell at too great a Diſtance from the Pariſh- 
Church, and obliges the Incumbent of every ſuch 
Pariſh to maintain a ſufficient Curate or Curates to of- 
ficiate at ſuch Chappels, when built; but more eſpe- 
cially, by two late Statutes, intitul'd, For ibe better 
Maintenance of Curates within the Church of Ireland; 
the one made in the ſixth Year of King George the 
Firſt, the ather in the Firſt of his preſent Majz(ty, 
which not only enforce the Common Law in that 
Point, but alſo oblige the Pariſhioners to repair ſuch 
Chappels after; the ſame manner that the Pariſh- 
Church is repaired and kept up, and to furniſh-rhem, 
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with all Things neceſſary and commodious for the Ce- 
lebration ot Divine- Service at the common Charge of 
the whole Pariſh, which the Common Law before 
did not. My Lord, ſome of theſe Chappels were 
built in ſuch large Pariſhes in this Kingdom, and 
conſtantly ſupplied and ſerved before the making of 
theſe Acts, and I make no doubt but others have been 
built in other Places ſince, ſo that one might not im- 
properly ask your Lordſhip, where thole neglected 
Proteſtants live, who cannot for one half of the Year 
repair to Divine- Service, nor do actually ſee, or are 
viſited by their Miniſter once in ſeveral Vears, and 
who are continually expoſed to be ſeduced and per- 
verted by Popiſh Emiſſaries, like Sheep removed out 
of the Eye and Reach of their Shepherd ? My Lord, 
as I know none ſuch my elf, fo I cannot forbear ſu- 
ſpecting that it would puzzle your Lordſhip not a lit- 
tle to ſpecify the Dioceſe and Pariſh where any con- 
ſiderable Number of ſuch neglected Proteſſants dwell, 
Or if ſuch can poſſibly be found in ſome one Pariſh, 
who live at too great a Diſtance from their Pariſh- 
Church, or from any Chappel belonging to it; yet if 
they happen to live nigh to the Church of ſome Pa- 
riſh next adjoining, or other Chappel where Divine- 
Service is conſtantly performed, according to the U- 
ſage of the Church of Jrelind, I cannot but hope, 
that even that might prevent and ſecure them from 
turning Papi/?s, or living like Heathent without any 
Worſhip at all, ſince they might ſo eaſily reſort thi- 
ther without Offence or Molcttation. 

I muſt therefore inſiſt upon ir, that the End pro- 
poſed by the Bill (the Principal at leaſt, if not the 
only End) was the comfortable ſupport and Mainte- 
nance of ſo many more Incumbents, as it is ſet forth 
in the Preamble. | | | 

And here I think it muſt readily occnr to every 
Man's Thoughts, that enereaſing the Number of In- 
cumbents would naturally and necefſarily leſſen the” 
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Number of Curates and Aſſiſtants, who, as Things 
now ſtand, do a great Part of the Duty of the Incum- 
bents, and are Fellow - labourers in the ſame Pariſhes 
with them. Becauſe after the Diviſion of the large 
Pariſhes, as the New Incumbents would be leſs able 
to bear the Charge of ſuch Aſſiſtance, ſo they would 
have far leſs need of it. 

For as the Income will then be divided, ſo will the 
Cure of Souls be divided too, and leſſened in Propor- 
tion. Inſomuch that upon the whole Matter ir ſeems 
probable, that the Number of Proteſtant Clergymen 
would continue much the ſame after the Diviſion of 
ſuch overgrown Pariſhes (as your Lordſhip is pleaſed 
to call them) as it is at preſent. 

But (my Lord) what becomes then ot the Ex- 
pedient, which you, in the Twenty ſeventh Page 
of your Letter, ſay was offered to the Gentle- 
men of the Houſe of Commons (I would not willingly 
miſtake, but I think your Lordſhip means them) tor 
encreaſing the Number of Proteſtant Clergymen, in 
order to ballance the Increaſe of Romiſh Prieſts which 
of late are ſo mightily complained of, and to check 
their Attempts, if the Number of Proteſtant Clergy- 
men will not after all be increaſed by dividing ſuch 
Pariſhes ? Or where (my Lord) is the Propriety of 
the Motto prefix'd to your Letter, if after ſuch Di- 
viſion is made, the Labourers will continue as few, and 
the Harveſt as great as ever ? 

My Lord, there is yet one thing more very proper 
to be conſidered before I come to the Objections a- 
gainſt the Bill, and that is, whether it be likely that 
the Cure of Souls of the whole Diſtrict ; or thar 
which was the old Pariſh, would have been better 
provided for than it was before, and ſerved to better 
Effect after ſuch Diviſion, ſuppoſing that the Bill had 

als'd. 
F This is certainly a Conſideration of great Moment, 
of which the Preamble to the Bill takes not the leaſt 
ä Notice, 
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Notice, which yet might have been reaſonably ex+ 
pected, and I think would hardly have been omitted, 
if the Truth had been indiſputably clear on the Side 
of dividing. Burt to me it ſeems rather to lie on the 
contrary Part. 

And here I hope I may be allowed to take it for 
granted, that the Incumbents of theſe large Pariſhes 
are generally ſpeaking Men of Learning, Experience, 
and Diſcretion, as well as of Probity, and Virtue, the 
rather becauſe the far greater Part of thoſe Livings 
are in the Diſpoſal of the Biſhops, who mult be ſup- 
poſed to be the belt Judges in ſuch Caſes, and whoſe 
Recommendations always had, and no doubt will con- 
tinue to have great Weight with other Patrons, and 
even with the Crown it ſelf. 

Now as to the publick Performance of Divine Of- 
fices, I ſuppoſe that Things will be much upon an 
Equality, and that it will make no great Difference 
whether Places of Worſhip are called Churches, or 
. Chappels, on Condition that Divine-Service be duly 
and conſtantly performed there; eſpecially ſince 
theſe Chappels would moſt probably be put to the 
ſame Uſe as formerly, and only change their 
Name into Churches, at what Time the Diviſion 
ſhould take Place, And again, it will matter as lit- 
tle, whether he that officiates in either of them be cal- 
led Rector, or Curate. 

But then for the Conduct and Government of ſuch 
a Pariſh in Spiritual Things (for, my Lord, Rectors 
of Pariſhes are Spiritual Governors within their own 
Diſtrifts, tho' of an inferior Order, and of far leſs 
Authority than Biſſiops) for. driving away Errors, and 
reclaiming ſuch as have gone aſtray, for {topping the 
Mouths of Adverſaries and Gainſayers, of what Qua- 
lity or Denomination ſoever, and preſerving the Flock 
in the Unity of the Church, for healing Quarrels and 
Animoſities ariſing amongſt Neighbours, and preventing 
or removing the Occaſions of them, for reſolving Que- 
ſtions 
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ſtions and Doubts in difficulr and intricate Caſes relating 
to Conſcience, and in many other Inſtances, a ſingle 
Incumbent (ſuch as is before deſcribed) with one or 
more Curates, or Aſſiſtants under him, ſeems to be 
preferable to two or more Incumbents within the 
{ame Bounds or Diſtrict, that have no Relation to one 
another. For in the firſt Caſe there will always be 
Conference and Debate, and Counſel before any thing 
comes to be reſolved upon, and nothing arduous or 
of great Moment will be finally determined, or put 
in Execution by the Curates, without the Conſent 
and Approbation of their Re&or, In the latter, each 
Incumbent muſt determine and act by himſelf with- 
out the Opinion or Advice of others, which yet of- 
ten proves a ſingular Help and Advantage to the moſt 
exact and accurate Judgment, 

Give me leave, my Lord, to add this further Conſide- 
ration, that theſe large Pariſhes are (as it were) Schools 
and Seminaries for training up young Clergymen in 
the Knowledge and Exerciſe of their Duty under 
; prudent and experienced Rectors, by converſing with 

whom they find frequent and daily Opportunities of 
being inſtructed in many Things, 4 which before 
they were ignorant, of being directed by them in 
their Studies, and of being furniſhed with the Loan 
of many uſeful Books, which to the great Diſcourage» 
ment of Learning are ſo miſerably ſcarce, and dear in 
this Kingdom, 

It is now high Time for me to proceed to the Ob- 
jections which your Lordſhip ſays were urged againſt 
the Bill, together with your Remarks upon them. 
And hexe I ſhall make it my Buſineſs to difintangle my 
ſelf from your Anſwers, ſuch of them, as appear to me 
to be of greateſt Weight, and to explain and reinforce 
them: And then I ſhall add other Objections againſt 
the Bill; which were either not touched upon by the 
Clergy's Counſel, or others in Parliament; or, if they 
were, are not mentioned in your Lordſhip's LW 

ere 
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Here you ſet out with confounding two Objections 
together, and, as it ſeems to me, with miſrepreſent- 
ing one of them in ſome meaſure at the ſame Time. 
You ſay, that it was objefted that. the Diviſion of large 
Livings would be a great Diſcouragement to Learning. 
Surely this alone, when the Truth of it is made out, 
is a ſolid Objection againſt the Bill. 

And that it would hinder the younger Sons of Gentle- 
men of large Eſtates, and the elder Sons of Gentlemen 
of ſmall Eſtates, from being bred up for the Church : 
Or (as it might I think have been more ſtrongly ur- 
ged) that it would hinder the Sons of the Nobility, 
and principal Gentry from being bred up to the Ser- 
vice of the Church, and entering into Holy Orders. 
Surely my Lord, this is an Objection far different 
from the former, Whether it be ſo deſpicable an one, 
as your Lordſhip takes it to be, we ſhall ſee pre- 
ſently. 

In the mean Time it is evident, that you was not 
ignorant, they were not One, but Two Objections; 
becauſe in the middle of the next Page, your Lord- 
ſhip (after a new and ſurprizing Manner which I can- 
not ſtay to animadvert on at preſent) introduces a 
freſh Objection, which you actually call the Third, 
without any other intervening. My Lord, when 
Things are thus confounded by joining them toge- 
ther, which ought to be divided and ſeparated from 
each other, the Logicians call it the Fallacy of 
Compoſition, or a male conjunctis ad bene diviſa. Let 
us now ſee how your Lordſhip reaſons from this odd 
Conjunction, by asking in the next Words, 

Pray, Sir, do you really think, that the giving a great 
Preferment to any Man whatever, is of equal Moment 
with the ſaving of Souls, and the Converſion of Papiſts, 
and the ſtrengthening of the Proteſtant Jutereſt? 

My Lord, it puzzled me for ſome Time to gueſs 
from whence this Queſtion ſhould ariſe, or what it 
might be that ſhould occaſion your asking it. But I 

believe 


( 29 ) 

believe I have hit at laſt on your Lordſhip's Clew. 
You conceive it to be clear and certain beyond Diſ- 
pute, that until the large Pariſhes are ſplit into two 
or three a-piece, and given to as many diſtinct In- 
cumbents, it will be in vain to think of ſaving Souls, 
or converting Papiſis, or ſtrengthening the Proteſtant 
Intereſt within the Bounds of thofe Pariſhes. Bur 
you ought to have firſt demonſtrated that thoſe Ends 
could not be attained by any other W ay, or at leaſt not 
by any other ſo well. For otherwiſe (my Lord) you will 
be in Danger of falling into another Fallacy, called 
begging the Queſtion, that is, taking that for grant- 
ed, which ought to have been firſt proved, And this 
appears indeed to me to be the Ground of that whole 
Paragraph. 

In your next, your Lordſhip asks again, /s three 
hundred Pounds per Annum ſo deſpicable a Proviſion for 
the Perſons above ſpecified ? By which you mult plain- 
ly mean, for ſuch of the inferior Clergy, as are of the 
beſt Learning, or of the moſt honourable Birth. My 
Lord, I am loath to call three hundred Pounds per 
Annum a deſpicable Proviſion, ſince it is perhaps as 
much as many learned and worthy Men poſſeſs'd for- 
merly ; tho' I cannot but remind you, that by the 
Decreaſe of the Value of Money, three hundred 
Pounds now is not equal to two hundred Pounds for- 
ty or fifty Years ago. But (my Lord) it three hun- 

red Pounds per Aunum now be nat a deſpicable Thing, 
I think I may be allowed to lay that it is a poor and 
ſcanty Proviſion for the Perſons above deſcribed. 

The inferior Clergy, my Lord, do not look with 


Envy on the Revenues of my Lords the Biſhops, but 


on the contrary. heartily wiſh that they were in ſome 
Places greater and more . conſiderable than they are, 
dut in none leſs, Why then ſhould my Lords the Bi- 
ſhops think ſix or even ſeven Hundred Pounds, per Ann. 
clear Money (and I doubt whether any ſingle Living 
in the Kingdom does excced that, communibus Annis, 

when 
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when Payments, Deficiencies, and Charges of every 
Sort are firſt deducted) I ſay, why ſhould they think 
ſeven Hundred Pounds, per Ann. too great a Reward 
for the moſt learned, worthy, and honourable amongſt 
thoſe of the inferior Clergy ? 

You proceed next to draw a Compariſon betwixt 
the Church Preferments here, and in England, and 
you lay it down as a Thing unqueſtionable, that not 
one Clergyman in an Hundred there has a Benefice 
worth three Hundred Pounds, per Anz. altho* they 
are not behind their Neighbours in Point of Learn- 

ing. 

My Lord, tho' 1 am not perfectly well fatisfyed 
of the Truth of what you here aſſert, even ſuppo- 
ſing you to ſpeak only of ſingle Benefices with Cure, 
excluding all Unions, and Benefices without Cure, 
(the yearly Income of ſome at leaſt of which exceeds 
that Sum) yet I am not diſpoſed at preſent to diſpute 
that Matter with your Lordſhip, bur ſhall readily ad- 
mit it to be true. Only I cannot help making this 
Remark upon it, that, even ſince I was able to un- 
derſtand any Thing of Hiſtory, or Church Affairs, I 
remember it has always been bewailed as the great 
Calamity and Unhappineſs of that Church, that two 
Thirds at leaſt of the Tythes of moſt of the beſt Li- 
vings, and in many Places a much greater Share, was 
given away in Impropriations to the Laity, and alie- 
nated for ever from the Cure of Souls, to which they 
ought to have been reſtored at the Reformation; 
which is the Reaſon why you ſeldom find a Church 
in a Market-Town worth more than fix or at moſt 
ſeven-ſcore Pounds a Year, where, if the Clergy had 
the whole Tythes, they would be worth four or five 
Hundred Pounds a Year, and ſometimes conſiderabl 
more. And ſurely, my Lord, what is lamented as ſo 
great a Misfortune there, ought not to be urged as 
— 2 or propoſed as a Direction for us to fol- 

Where. ; | 
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You afterwards go on with the Compariſon be- 
twixt the two Churches with reſpe& to their Pre- 
ferments; and having laid it as a Foundation for your 
After-reaſoning, that not more than one Benefice in 
an Hundred in England amounts to three Hundred 
Pounds, per Ann. you aſſume that the Number of 
the beneficed Clergymen in Jreland is about ſeven 
Hundred. And then from theſe Premiſſes your Lord- 
ſhip draws this unfortunate Concluſion; that, if there 
were no more than ſeven Benefices of three Hundred Pounds 
per Ann. in Ireland, the Clergy of Ireland would be up- 
on a Par with the Clergy of England in point of Church 
Preferment. 

But you have forgot what you ſaid in the 
fifth Page of your Letter? My Lord, what is be- 
come of the Deanrics, Dignities, and Prebends, which 
you there aſſert to be univerſally ine Cures in England? 
Are not all theſe tenable together with other Church 
Benefices without a Faculty? And are there not Fines 
belonging to many of them of equal or more Value 
than their reſerved Rents, or yearly Incomes ? Are 
there not many tolerably good Benefices with Cure 
in their Diſpoſal, or ar leaſt in the Diſpoſal of the 
Chapters to which they belong? What is become of 
all the Arch-deacons, which are fine Cures, and yet 
are not Members of thoſe Chapters? What, my 
Lord, is become of all the Collegiate Churches in 
England? eſpecially of thoſe rich Ones, Weſtminſter, 
Windſor, Eaton, Wincheſter, and Chriſ-Church in Ox- 

ford, with the Canonries or Fellowſhips, Offices, and 
Patronages belonging to them? What is become of 
the Headſhips of moſt of- the Colleges in the two 
Univerſities ? Of the Rectories not annex'd to an 
Prebend, that are fne Cures preſentative; Of the Do- 
natives, which, becauſe they require not Inſtitution, 
are tenable with other Benefices with Cure without 
a Faculty? Of the Governments of Hoſpitals, and of 
Brotherhoods ? By the Help of theſe and other 


Things, 


| 


Things, ſuch as the Lecture · ſhips in London and elſe- 
where, there are many Clergymen in England, who, 
tho' they have not Benefices with Cure, of three 
Hundred Pounds, per Ann. yet, have conſiderably 
more ſometimes than twice that yearly Income by the 
Church, and perhaps the Chance of conſiderable 
Fines into the Bargain; and all this without being put 
to the Charge or Trouble of a Faculty. For, my 
Lord, the ſame Man is often Dean of one Church, 
and Prebendary of another, or Prebendary of two or 
three Churches at one time, or Prebendary of a Ca- 
thedral Church, and Canon, or Fellow, or perhaps 
Dean, or Provoſt, or Warden of a Collegiate Church 
or has the Government of an Hoſpital, and a good 
Living with Cure of Souls at the ſame Time, wheres 
as there are few Preferments of any Sort without 
Cure in /reland. By all which your Lordſhip may 
ſee how many Ways there are in England of diſtin- 
guiſhing inferior Cergymen of. extraordinary Learn- 
ing and Merit, above others, and how much you 
have erred in your Compariſon of that Church with 
this in point of Prefcrments. e M0 TR 
When it is therefore objected againſt the Bill now 
under Debate, that the Diviſion of large Livings 
would be a great Diſcouragement to Learning, the 
Meaning — Reaſon of it is becauſe there heing 
very few Preferments in Ireland, by which Clergy- 
men of extraordinary Merit and Learning may be di- 
ſtinguiſhed, and honoured above their Rrethren, be- 
ſides theſe great Livings, if the Bill had paſſed, ſome 
would have been diſcouraged thereby from entring 
on the Study of Divinity, and others, that are entred, 
would be far leſs cager and intent gn it, that they 
would riſe later, and ſpend leſs Time at ir, and fit 
down ſooner contented without penetrating ſo deep 
into it as they might; like; Men that have! finiſhed 
their Work, and are (at leaſt) in their own Opinion, 
abundantly qualified for the beſt Preferments, which 
"5 pF 
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they can reaſonably expect to arrive at, if not for 
better Things. 

And again, when it is objected to this Bill, that 
ſuch Diviſion would hinder the Sons of the Nobilty 
and Gentry from being bred up to that Profeſſion, 
and from entering into holy Orders, the Force of 
the Objection lies in this, that the Church, conſider- 
ed as part of the civil Society, or Body Politick, will 
by this Means be deprived of many Friends and Ad- 
vocates of great Power and Authority in the State, 
who are now firmly attach'd to its Intereſts, on ac- 
count of the Relation or Alliance they bear to ſeve- 
ral of the Clergy who are provided of a fair and ho- 
nourable Maintenance in it. Theſe are certainly not 
one, but two Objections, very different in kind one 
from the other. | 

But here your Lordſhip asks, Suppoſe for once that 
Gentlemen (à fortiori Noblemen) were not to brecd up 
their Sons for the Church, Would Religion ſuffer by this 
Means? My Lord, it is hard to know what you 
mean by that Queſtion, or when Religion may 
be ſaid to ſuffer in your Lordſhip's Senſe and Judg- 
ment. It is a known Obſervation, that Religion 
was never purer both in Theory and Practice, than 
during the Ten Perſecutions in the firſt Ages of Chri- 
ſtianity. I would gladly know, whether Religion 
might properly be ſaid to have ſuffered in thoſe Days 
in your Lordſhip's Opinion? Bur if the Meaning of 

our Queſtion be no more, than what it appears to 

from what follows, viz. Whether it would be a- 
ny Detriment or Loſs to the Church, if none of the 
Sons of Noblemen or Gentlemen were bred up to 
the Service of it, or admitted into Holy Orders? I 
anſwer that TI think it would be a great Detriment 
both to the Honour and Intereſt of it. | 
My Lord, was it not Part of Jeroboam's Sin, that 
he made Prieſts of the loweſt of the People? Does 
your Lordſhip _—_— the Spirit of God noted 

| this 
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certainly, but the Truth is, that they and their Profeſ- 
ſion mutually adorn each other. 

Nor do I underſtand what you would inſinuate by 
thoſe mean Offices, which you afterwards ſay are in- 
cumbent on the Miniſter of a Country Pariſh, and 
which one bred up in high Life (that is the Son of a 
Gentleman or Nobleman) cannot buckle to, ſo well 
as one obſcurely born. Ir is no Wonder indeed if ſuch 
Men do not much: reliſh the Converſation of rude 
and unbred Peaſants ; but ſurely, my Lord, no Law 
obliges them to chule ſuch for their Companions. 
They may nevertheleſs be ready and willing at proper 
Seaſons to inſtruct them in the ſeveral Parts of their 
Duty, and that as well in private, as publick; and 
particularly to exhort them to Humility and a duti- 
ful Submiſſion to their Superiors, which are the Vir- 
tues which ſuch Men ſeem to ſtand moſt in Need 


of; and in the mean time to bear with their Infirmi- 
ties, *till by Degrees they bring them on to a better 


Mind. They will not refuſe to viſit them in their Sick- 
neſs, or to pray with, or for them, And ſurely their 
Inſtructions will prevail as far, and their good Exam- 
ple generally farther than that of others, eſpecially of 
ſuch as are ob/curely born. But as I may have Occaſi- 
on to ſay more to this purpoſe hereafter, 

| pals on to the third Objection, which your 
Lordſhip lays was made to this Bill, viz, that the In- 
cumbent is a T1uſtee for his Succeſſor, and therefore 
it was a Wrong to vacate his Conſent, 


My 
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My Lord, tho' I am fatisfy'd that this ObjeCtion is 
not rightly ſtated, yet let us lee how you argue againtt 
it. You fay, that if there be any Force in the Ob- 
jection, it lies equally againſt the Laws in being. 
But why ſo ? Becauſe an Incumbent that conſents to 
divide a Pariſh of two Hundred Pounds, per Ars. is, 
according . to this Way of Reaſoning, as much a 
wrong Doer and a faithleſs Truttee, as he who con- 
ſents. ro divide a Pariſh of twice the Value. | 
But, my Lord, whoever ſaid that an Incumbent 
cannot in any caſe conſent to the Diviſion of his Pariſh 
without doing wrong, or being a faithlels Truſtee? 
I am ſure the Ob jection neither ſays, nor implies any 
ſuch Thing; nay it ſeems to me ſtrongly to imply 
the contrary. For it it were always a. Wrong, ſure- 
ly the Law would not have ſuffered it to have been 
done in any calc, though it were with the Incumbent's 
Conſent. All that the Objection implies is, that it 
would be a Wrong to do it without his Conſent, cr 
to make his Conſent not neceſſary to the doing of 
it, becauſe he is a Truſtee for his Succeſſor, : 
But in order to come to the Bottom of the Oh- 
jection your Lordſhip proceeds and asks. Pray, Sir, 
how comes the preſent Incumbent to be a Truſtee for his 
Succeſſor in this Reſpet ? To which vou make anſwer 
your ſelf; You will tell me by the Tenth (you mean the 
Fourteenth) of Charles the Second. And this you rea- 
dily acknowledge to be true; but then you think, 
That a ſubſequent Aft may well take away Powers giv- 
en by a precedent Act, eſpecially when they are found by 
Experience to be inconvenient. But, my Lord, all this 
Reaſoning is founded on a wrong Bottom. For firſt 
I muſt obſerve to you, that the Act of Charles the 
Second, to which you reter, was only temporary, and 
expired in or about the Year 1682, fo that if any 
new Powers had been given by that Act to the In- 
cumbenr, which he had not before, yer he muſt ne- 


ceſſarily have loſt them again when that Act expired. 
C 2 Secondly, 
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Secondly, the Objection is wrong ſtated. For it 
ought to have been ſtated thus, that the Incumbent 
is a Truſtee for his Church, and not for his Succeſſor. 


Not that he was made ſuch by any Statute or Act 


ot Parliament, either before, in, or ſince King Charles 
the Second's Time, but that he was originally fo by 
the Common-Law, before any Acts of Parliament 
were made, at leaſt that are now extant, And this 
is the Reaſon of his being called Parſon, quaſi Perſona 
Eccleſiæ, becauſe he repreſents the Church ir ſelf, and 
is ſaid ro be poſſeſſed in her Right, as the Lord Coke 
ſays in his Comment upon Littleton, pag. 300, where 
he quores all the antient Books of the Law for it. 


And he was therefore made a Corporation, that he 


might take and receive any Thing to the Uſe of his 
Church, ſuch as Gifts or Legacies, and that he might 
ſue or be ſued in any Action relating to it. So long as 
be continues Incum bent, the Freehold of the Church 
is in him, and when he is removed by Death or other- 


wiſe, the Church is ſaid to be a Widow, and the 


Freehold of it in Abeyance or Confideration of Law. 
So that, as your Lordſhip has afterwards expreſs'd it 
much more agreeably to the Truth, and the Nature 
of the Subject, the Incumbent is a Truſtee in the 
Reaſon and Nature of the Thing, and therefore his 
Conſent ought not to be vacated, or ſet aſide by this, 
or any other Act, where his Church is concerned. 
Not that I think ſuch an Act would have been inva- 


1id, if it had paß'd; but that it was a ſufficient Rea- 


ſon for rejecting it, becauſe it was ſo contrary not on- 
ly to the Common- Law, but to all Statutes before; 
and that the rejecting it by the Honourable Houſe of 
Commons, without a Diviſion, was very agreeable to 
the Anſwers both of Kings and Parliaments in Eng- 
land, whenever ſuch Innovations were attempted in 
old Times, Nolumus Leges Angliæ mutari. | 
But you ſay that the Incumbent has no Pretence 
to ſet up as a Truſtee for the Patronage. No, my Lord, 
| no 
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no further than that he is bound in Honour and Gra- 
titude not to do, or ſuffer any thing to be done, ſo 
far as he can prevent it, to the Prejudice of the Pa- 
tron's Title, who gave him the Benefice. 

But then, my Lord, he is a Truſtee to preſerve 
the Rights of his Church, as well againſt the Patron 
himſelf, as againſt all others. In a Word, the Pa- 
tron, the Biſhop and Incumbent were appointed by 
the Law to be mutual Checks upon each other, to pre- 
vent the Church from receiving Damage. To which 
the Archbiſhop has of late been, not improperly, ad- 
ded. But, my Lord, where the fame Perſon is both 
Patron and Biſhop, nay and perhaps Archbiſhop too, 
if the Incumbent be ſet aſide, what may not be done? 
Certainly it is in vain to expect, that Perſons ſo di- 
ſtantly concerned, as the Chief Governor and Coun- 
cil, ſhould ſupply the Place of the Incumbent, and 
prove a check in his Room. 

But your Lordſhip obſerves after all that the In- 
cumbent was not wholly neglected, or ſuperſeded by 
the Bill, as appears from hence, becauſe the Clauſe 
runs thus, in Caſe he ſhall refuſe his Conſent 3 which 
implies that it was to be asked. But ſurely, my Lord, 
he was rather mock'd and deſpiſed thereby, ſince the 
Act might have paſ'd not only without, bur againſt 
his Conſent, if he had refuſed it. And it had been 
better at leaſt in that Reſpect, that ſuch Diviſions had 
been made practicable only in the Vacancy of the 
Church, when his Conſent could not be asked; and 
* more agreeable it had been to the Common 
Law. 

By what J have ſaid you will plainly perceive, that 
I cannot pay ſo much Deference to the Biſhops 
Vote and Judgment in the Matter now before us, as 
your Lordſhip thinks it reaſonable for me to do. And 
yet | muſt aſſure you that I am not deſirous, nor yet 
in the leaſt inclined to alter the Conſtitution of the 


Church, or to ſet up Presbytery. 
| | Another 
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Another Objection, which your Lordſhip has men- 
tioned to be made to the Bill, aiiles from the Diffi- 
culty of knowing when Three hurdred Pounds per 
Anuum will be fairly left to the Mother Church by 
:e:ſon of the Uncertainty of the Value of Tythes, and 
(zive me leave to add) by reaſon that no Allowance 
1s made for necellary Charges, Pay ments, and Defi- 
ciencies by the Bill, as far as I can find by what ap- 
pears of it, or by what [ have yet heard concerning 
irt. My Lord, the Words in the enacting Clauſe re- 
Jating to this Matter are thele : here it ſhall be 

made appear to them (that is to the Chief Governor and 
Council whoſe Conſent is required by the Bill) that the 
Church of the eld Pariſh will after ſuch Diviſion made, 
continue worth at leaſt Three hundred Pounds per Ann, 
communibus Annis, it ſhall be lawful to make and efta- 
bliſh ſuch Diviſion, &c. This is all the Guard left 
to ſecure this great Point that I can yet find. There 
is nothing that the Incumbent ſnould be firſt called, 
and if he appeared, ſhould be ar Liberty to object 
to the Value of what was intended to be left to the 
Mother Church; which yet had not been unreaſona- 
ble, conſidering that his Conſent would have been be- 
ſore taken away by the Bill. Might it not, my Lord, 
have been eaſily made appear to them, that are Stran- 
gers to ſuch Things, that what was deſigned to be 
left would be worth that Sum or more communibus 

Annis, although it might in the Event have proved 
otherwiſe? And, if it had been made to appear ſo 
to them, what Remedy had been left to the Succeſ- 
for ? What would your Lordſhip's peremptory De- 
ciſion in the caſe, that he could not be concluded by 
the Diviſion, have availed him after ſuch Diviſion had 
taken Effect ? Surely, my Lord, this Objection was 
not brought in altogether ro {well the Number, as 
your Lordſhip ſuggeſts, but muſt be allowed to have 
conliderable Weight in it. 3 


” © . cy - 
— wy — — — — — 2 —yL„— 


— 


CT _— —— — 


— 
——— ⁵ ũ;—ä— — ——— —„— „4 
1 


— — 4 £44444 4 te - 
J_ - ® , 19 


— 


» 2v F : 
* 1 as <4 — 
— == * — - 3 


rr 


I come 


——— —— — TY ——-H — L¼U— 
— — j Ä —— — . * 


—— ——— 9. 


( 39) 

I come now to offer ſome Objections that occur 
to me againſt this Bill, which I do not find men- 
tioned in your Lordſhip's | etter. | 

The firſt is, that it would have much leſſened and 
ſunk the inferior Clergy, both in regard to the Bi- 
ſhops, and to the Laity. | 

In regard to the Biſhops. For what Clergyman, 
that had but Three hundred Pounds per Annum or 
little more, would have been able to have entertain» 
ed his Biſhop whenever he had thought fit to viſit 
parochially, or whatever other Occaſion there might 
be for it, without pinching himſelf and his Family 
afterwards on that Account? Who amongſt them 
without a Faculty could have born the Expence of 
ſcrving as Proctors for the Clergy in Convocation for 
the beſt Part of a Winter, if it ſhould at any Time 
pleaſe His Majeſty or his Succeſſors to renew the le- 
gal and ancient Right of aſſembling in Convoca- 
tion. 8 | 

How far beneath the Biſhops in Income had the 
Principal of the inferior Clergy been thereby render- 
ed ? Whereas in England a conſiderable Number of 
them approach very near to the loweſt of the Bi- 
ſhops ; nay ſometimes they equal or exceed them in 
Revenue, tho' not in Dignity. | 

And then too in reſpect to the Laity. As Things 
ſtand at preſent, the Prime Gentry of a Country (not 
to ſay ſome of the Nobility) do often admit the Cler- 
gy, eſpecially ſuch of them as are accounted eminent 
for their Learning and Worth, to great Freedom at 
their Tables, and almoſt to an Equality of Friendihip 
with them, partly in Regard to their Education, and 
partly out of Love to their Order; and chearfully 
repay their Viſits, ſo long as they apprehend that they 
are not burthenſome to them. By this Means the 
Principal of the inferior Clergy are enabled by their 
Intereſt to ſupport their poorer Brethren, and to pre- 
ſerve them from Oppreſſion and Contempt, wh 
| | cou 
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could not ſo well be done after the beſt Livings 
ſhould be divided. For then the Caſe would be migh- 
tily altered, and this friendly Intercourſe berwixt the 
Clergy and Gentry mult in a great Meaſure ceale, 
becauſe few, if any of the Clergy would be able for 
the future to return the Civilities they receive at the 
Houſes of the Gentry, ſo as to keep this Correſpon- 
dence on Foot, and at the ſame time to provide for 
their own Families, as they ought, 


Secondly, The Bill lays the Foundation of too great 
an Equality amongſt the Presbyters themſelves ; who, 
tho' they are all of the ſame Order, yet are their A- 
bilities and Accompliſhments exceedingly different, 
and by Conſequence they delerve a very different Re- 
ward, And what makes it worle in the preſent Cale 
is, that this Effect was to have been brought abour, 
not by raiſing Presbyters of meaner Abilities higher, 
but by depreſſing thoſe of the greateſt, and by that 
Means bringing them nearer to an Equality with the 
relt, if this Bill had paſſed. | | 
' Now as every Miniſter of God's Word deſerves an 
honourable Maintenance for his Works fake, fo (as I 
ſaid) ſome deſerve a much more honourable one, than 
others, Your Lordſhip I know cannot be ignorant of Sr. 
Paul's Direction to Timothy in the very Point that is 
before us. 1 Zim. v. 17. Let the Elders that rule well 
be counted worthy of double Honour, eſpecially thoſe who 
labour in the Word and Doctrine. | | 
My Lord, there is little doubt but by Elders here 
are meant Presbyters by Office, or Order, according 
to the uſual and known Senſe of that Word in this 
Church; and that by double Honour is meant double 
Maintenance or Allowance, as one of theſe almoſt na- 
turally follows the other; and that the Reaſon why 
Sr. Paul ſent this Order to Timothy, was, becauſe Ti- 
mot hy was a Biſhop, and had all the Money and Goods 
given by the Faithtul, and belonging to the Church 
in his Poſſeſſion, our of which he allotted' ro every 
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Man his Reward or Maintenance, when he ſent him 
abroad to preach the Goſpel, as the Cuſtom of the 
Church then was. In this almoſt all Commentators 
of note, and particularly thoſe of our own Church a- 
gree. Many of them, by the Word Double, do not 
underſtand exactly double, or juſt twice as much as 
was uſually given to others, bur indefinitely a far grea- 
ter Reward, or a certain Number or Quantity tor an 
uncertain, leaving it to Timothy to ſettle the Proportion 
according to his own Judgment and Diſcretion. Thus 
we ſee ſome Presbyters were to be diſtinguiſhed and 
honoured above others, only on account of their 
Ruling well; that is, of guiding their Flocks in ſpi- 
ritual Affairs with greater Wiſdom and Authority, 
than other Presbyters did, or perhaps could do. 

To this the Apoſtle adds another Diſtinction, eſpe- 
cially ſuch as labour in the Word and Doctrine. By 
which he ſeems to lay the Foundation of a new and 
ſtill greater Difference in Favour of diligent and able 
Preachers, but more eſpecially, when theſe two ve- 
ry different Talents meet together in the ſame Per- 
ſons. Thus far I conceive there is Authority from 
Scripture for an Inequality in the Maintenance of 
Presbyters. | | 

Let us now conſider whether Reaſon does not fa 

the ſame Thing. And here, omitting all other Dif. 
ferences, we will conſider only the different manner 
of Education of the ſeveral Perſons deſigned, and 
trained up for the Myniſtry of the Church; and what 
Difference that may probably make between them. 
Your Lordſhip ſeems to prefer Men of obſcure Birth, 
and ſuch as have been bred up in low Life for the 
Work of the Miniſtry, to Men of higher Extrac- 
tion, and better Fortunes. To me the Advantage 
ſeems to lie on the oppolite Side. 

Now as the laying a good Foundation is of great 
Advantage to any future Building, and as ſetting out 
right at firſt is a mighty Help and Furtherance to a 
5 | Journey 
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Journey or. Progreſs, ſo the chuſing of a good School, 
where Grammar, Rhetorick, and the learned Lan- 
guages, more eſpecially Latin and Greek (which are 
the Doors and Inlets to polite Literature) are taught 
to Perfection, is an incredible Advantage to a young 
Scholar, and gives a happy Tincture to all his future 
Learning. But, | 
Here the Sons of mean Families frequently meer 
with an irreparable LG. who to fave Expence are 
almolt fatally determined to ſuch Schools as are neareſt 
at hand, whether they be good or bad; of which 
they and their Parents are for the moſt part Judges 
alike, Or if they chance to be ſent farther from 
home, vet ſtill it is to ſuch Schools where they may 
be boarded and taught at the cheapeſt Rate, which 
generally (peaking are none of the beſt, On the con- 
trary, Gentlemen are not uſually under any ſuch Ne- 
ceſſity of ſending their Sons to indifferent Schools in 
order to fave the Charge of a better Education, but 
may chuſe out the beſt Maſters for them, if they have 
any Skill that way themſelves, or are willing to hear- 
ken to the Advice of ſuch of their Friends as have. 
After this Part of their Education is paſt, they are 
ſent to the Univerſity to be inſtructed in Philoſophy, 
and the Rudiments of their intended Faculty, I mean 
Divinity. But here the Charge {till increaſing, the 
Sons of meaner Families meet with greater Difficul- 
ties and Diſcouragements in their Studies than before. 
For now, beſides a greater r 7 quarterly Allow- 
ance, they will require the Uſe of many more Books 
than were neceſſary at S chool, where yet it is proba- 
ble they were not very plentitully furniſhed, at leaſt 
not with the beſt Editions. And as ſoon as their Pa- 
rents begin to find themſelves pinched with theſe 
additional Expences, to relieve themſelves they com- 
monly call their Children home to ſtudy there. By 
this Means they are deprived not only of the Advan- 
tage of Diſpurations, and all other publick a © 
| ur 
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but likewiſe of their Tutor's Inſtructions too for fo 
long Time as they continue abſent from the Univer- 
firy : Whither they muſt return, as ſoon as a new 
Supply of Money can be raiſed for them, to keep 
their Terms, and to perform certain Exerciſes previ- 
ous to a Degree; after which they are hurried into 
the Country again to fave Charges, Upon the whole 
Matter, if, of the four firſt Years, which are r&ui- 
red to the taking of the Degree of Batchelor of Arts, 
one half the Time be ſpent in Reſidence at the Uni- 
verlity, it is accounted very well. After this they 
commence Batchelors, then take leave of the Univer- 
fity, and as ſoon as they are of Age for it, are admit- 
red into Orders, and having obtained a Curacy, re- 
leaſe their Friends from all future Trouble and Charge 
on their Accounts. 

On the other Hand, the Sons of better Families, 
and particularly of Noblemen or Gentlemen, enjoy 
all the Advantages which the aforementioned Perſons 
want; being conducted by their Tutors, and led (as 
it were by the Hand) thro' the Principles and firſt Be» 
ginnings of all Arts and Sciences, which without that 
Help are for the ygoſt part extremely difficult and 
perplexing. And as they are ſeldom abſent in the 
Country, they paſs regularly thro' the publick Exer- 
ciles, attend on Lectures and Diſputations, and com- 
monly tarry at the Univerſity till they are Maſters of 
Arts, and perhaps for ſome Time after, not only to 


perfect their Academical Studies, and ſet themſelves 


to the Study of the Holy Scriptures, bur to read over 
ſome few of the firſt Fathers and Hiſtories of the 
Church, and in a Word, to lay in a tolerable Stock 


of Divinity before they enter into Holy Orders. And 


js not this far better than to enter on the Study of 
Divinity and on the Office of a Miniſter, perhaps a 
Preacher at the fame Time, without any tolerable 
Preparation for it ? How little is to be expected 
from ſo ſlender an Education as the former, and ke 
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Improvements in due Time may not be expected from 
the latter ? | 

Bur here it will be ſaid, that there are indeed great 
Diſcouragements on one Side; but what will not In- 
duſtry with Sobriety, and an earneſt Deſire of advan- 
cing ones ſelf to Honour and Preferment, conquer? 
And that there are on the other Hand great Advan- 
tages, which may all be loſt and avail nothing thro? 
Idleneſs, Self-conceit, Love of Pleaſure, want of So- 
briety, and the like. 

Bur, my Lord, to ſuppoſe that the Sons of meaner 
Families are always or for the moſt Part ſober and di- 
ligent, and that the Sons of Gentlemen on the other 
Hand, are always or for the moſt Part addicted to 
Pleaſure and .Idleneſs, is to ſuppole abundantly more 
than can be granted. For Experience ſhews the con- 
trary, and that much more depends qn their inward 
Tempers, as to theſe Things, than on their outward 
Circumſtances. Bur letting that pals. 

My Lord, there is one Obſtacle at leaſt, which it 
is next to impoſſible for Men, that are oppreſs'd with 
Poverty and low Circumſtances, to ſurmount, ſo as 
to arrive at any great Degree or Eminence in Lear- 
ning. And that is, the Want af Variety of learned 


Books, without which it is as vain to expect that a 


Clergyman ſhould become an eminent and able Di- 
vine, as that a Man ſhould learn the Art of a Smith 
to Perfection without a Vice and File, and other like 
Inſtruments, For Books are as much the Tools of 
Scholars, as thoſe I mentioned are the Tools of Me- 
chanicks. Only the Difference is, that they are a- 
bundantly more numerous and coſtly in one caſe, than 
in the other, 

My Lord, I do not deny but that an honeſt Cler- 
gyman, by Diligence in doing his Duty, and attend- 
ing continually on that very Thing, may withour 
great Learning do much Good in his Station; nor yet, 
that ſuch an one, by the Help of a few Commenta- 
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tors, and the Writings of ſome late Divines, (whoſe 
Works may be perhaps borrowed, if they are too 
dear to be bought) may make ſome tolerable Progreſs 
in the Knowledge of Divinity, without a Study well 
furniſhed with the antient Fathers, and other Books 
of profound Learning. But then, my Lord, I cannot 
apprehend that this is the Scribe inſtructed unto the 
Kingdom of Heaven, ſpoken of by our Bleſſed Lord, 
Matthew xiii. verſe 72. whom he there compares to 
an Houſholder that bringeth out of his Treaſure 
'Things new and old, Nor can I think that ſuch Men 
will be accounted fit for the firſt Stations in the 
Church beneath the Biſhops, till the Income of them 
is ſo reduced as to be too narrow an Allowance for Men 
of far ſuperior Learning: Who may ſerve to defend the 
Church againſt new Hereſies, or old ones new vamped, 
whilſt my Lords the Biſhops are atrending on Parlia- 
ment, or perhaps neceſſarily buſied and employed in 
other great Affairs relating to the Government either 
of Church or State. I might add much more to the 
preſent Purpoſe, but that I am ſenſible I have already 
dwelt too long on this Objection. 

Thirdly, This Bill if it had paſſed, would neceſſari- 
ly have ſtripp'd ſome of the inferior Clergy of cer- 
tain Rights and Privileges, which by the Law at pre- 
ſent belong to them. For as there are Chappels of 
Eaſe in the large Pariſhes, built at firſt for the Con- 
venience of ſuch Pariſhioners as dwell at too great a 
Diſtance from the Ch urch, and ſupplied at the Coſt 
of the Rectors and Incumbents of them ever ſince, 
ſo long the Nomination of the Curates, who are to 
ſupply them, will be in theſe Rectors and Incumbents, 
which is an inferior kind of Patronage belonging to 
them. But when thoſe Pariſhes come to be divided, 
thoſe Chappels with the Lands on which they are 
built, will be turned into Churches and Church- 
yards for the Seryice of the new Pariſhes, and the 
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Nomination of Curates to them will ceaſe, and be ut- 
terly taken away from the Incumbents. | 

Fourthly, As this Bill tended to deprive ſome of 
the inferior Clergy of their legal Rights and Privi- 
leges, ſo alſo would it have multiplied Fees payable to 
the Biſhops and their Officers, which muſt have 
come chiefly out of the Pockets of the inferior 
Clergy. | * 

For after that ſo many new Pariſhes had been erect- 
ed, there muſt neceſſarily have been ſo many more 
Inititutions, as there would have been new Incum- 
bents, the Fees. of each of which to the Biſhop and 
his Officers, are ſomewhat conſiderable, Then- the 
Fees at Viſitations would alſo be increaſed by it, for 
each new Incumbent muſt infallibly have paid Exhi- 
bits yearly, if not a new Procuration, which may ad- 
mit of ſome doubt. Add to this the Fees of Licen- 
ces to ſo many more School-maſters and Pariſh Clerks, 
with their Exhibits alſo at Viſitations, and of ſo ma- 


ny more Church- Wardens, with. the Fees of Seque- 


ſtration, when any one of the new Pariſhes ſhould 
become and continue void for any 'Time, and the 
Fees of Relaxation afterwards, with other Things of 
leſs Note. SINE 

Fifthly, The Bill, if it had paſs'd, would have oc- 
caſioned the granting many more Faculties for hold- 


| ing Pluralities of Benefices with Cure, than are at 
preſent in the Church, 


Now that which is commonly alledged .in Favour 
of Pluralities, and indeed is the beſt Thing that can 
be ſaid for them, is that a Living is many times too 
poor a Maintenance for its Incumbent, who may be a 
Man of Family, or perhaps a Chaplain to ſome great 
Nobleman or Biſhop, or however a Man of Learning 
and Figure in the Church, Were it not for ſuch 
Reaſons as theſe, Pluralities would be odious Things, 
and muſt be condemned by all Men, becauſe they 
draw Non- Reſidence after them by a natural Conſe- 
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quence, it being impoſſible that one Body ſhould be 
in two or more Places at once; and then again Non- 
reſidence uſually cauſes Dilapidations in ſuch of the Li- 
vings, as are ſupplied by Curates, where there are 
8 on the Glebes; with many other Miſs 
chiefs. | 
To what End therefore is it to divide the few large 
Livings (and very few your Lordſhip makes them in 
your new Edition of your Letter) ſince they are not 
at preſent enough in Number to make Proviſion for 
ſuch of the Clergy, as are of more than ordinary E- 
minence in the Church ? Is not the Church al- 
ready forced to admit Pluralities, with all the Train 
of Inconveniencies attending them, purely to make 
out an handſome and proper Proviſion for them? And 
is it poſſible, my Lord, that a Clergyman ſhould have 
a nearer Inſpection and greater Care of eight or per- 
haps ten thouſand Souls, where half of them live at 
thirty or forty Miles Diſtance from the reſt, than if 
they lived all together without the Inhabitants of any 
other Pariſh or Pariſhes coming in between them? 
Or where Curates are neceſſary, does your Lordſhip 
think that they will not perform their Duty under 
the Eye of their Rectors as well, or better than if 
they dwelt at the Diſtance of forty or fifty Miles from 
them ? To ſay nothing of the want of Hoſpitality and 

Proviſion for the Poor almoſt unavoidable in thoſe Pa- 
riſnes where Curates officiate and preſide. Surely, 
my Lord, there is ſomething not eaſily anſwerable in 
this Objection. I think you will hardly deny, that 
the Diviſion of large Pariſhes, intended by the Bill, 
would, if it had paſs'd into an Act, have naturally 
multiplied Faculties for holding two or more Benefi- 
ces with Cure at one Time, Give me leave then to 
put this Caſe to your I ordſhip : Suppoſe ſome Cler- 
_ of good Learning, who is at preſent little 
known, and but meanly provided for, ſhould do ſome 
ſignal Service to the Church? As for Inſtance, by 
>; writing 
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writing againſt Atheiſtical- Doctrines, and confut ing 
ſome peſtilent and prevailing Hereſy ; and that this 
ſhould happen ſoon after the Diviſion of the large 
Livings had been made, but before they had taken 
their full Effect by the Death of the preſent Incum- 
bents. I make no doubt but in that Caſe my Lords 
the Biſhops, as well as all true Friends to the Church, 
would earneſtly long for, and endeavour to promote 
his Advancement. Soon after this, perhaps the In- 
cumbent of ſome large Pariſh dies, which being alrea- 
dy divided into two Parts that are nearly equal, nei- 
ther of them alone is thought a ſufficient Reward for 
his Merits. And, if Pluralities are allowable in any 
Caſe, it is impoſlible to find out one more convenient 
than this would be, if both Parts were joyned toge- 
ther again for the Time in one Incumbent. Thus the 
ſame Perſon might be again poſſeſſed of the ſame Di- 
ſtrict with his worthy Predeceſſor, but with this Dif- 
ference, that he muſt firſt be at rhe Charge of a Fa - 
culty, which may perhaps run him into Debt; and 
of a double Inſtitution which will increaſe it; be- 
ſides the Addition of the annual Burthens at all future 
Vifitations. If your Lordſhip ſhould think fit to re- 
ply to this, that ſuch Cafe cannot happen, becauſe 
three hundred-Pounds per Annum, or one of the Parts, 
will be not only a ſufficient Maintenance, but Reward 
for any inferior Clergyman, be his Merits what they 
will, I confeſs that I am anſwered, my Lord, but nor 
farisfied. 8 25 

Another Objection againſt the Bill is, that if it had 
paſsꝰ d, into a Law, it would have changed the Bounds 
of many Pariſhes, which might have occaſioned Law- 
Suits and many other Miſchiefs, which it is hard for 
human Wiſdom to foreſee. And this is the Cale of 
all great and ſudden Alterations, and a juſt Prejudice it 
is againſt them; ſo that wiſe Men will ſeldom venture 
to be Authors or Adviſers of them, unleſs where there 
are ſome viſible and very great Adyantages to be gain- 
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ed, or ſome intolerable Evils to be avoided cr reme- 
died by them, | | 

The laſt Objection I ſhall make to the Bill is, that 
if nothing elſe were to be ſaid againſt ir, yet it wan- 
ted ſeveral Limitations to make it tolerable, as far at 
leaſt as I can yer learn. I ſhall mention two or 
three. 

The firſt is, that no Diviſion ſhould be held or re- 
puted valid in Law, whereby any conſiderable Part 
or Compals of Land ſhould be left under the Care of 
the Mother-Church, which lies at a greater Diſtance 
from it, than any other Parts that ate propoled and 
intended to be ſeparated from it by the Diviſion. 
For, my Lord, it ought to lye on thoſe who la- 
bour for making ſuch Diviſions without the Conſent 
of the preſent Incumbents, to ſee and take Care that 
the Pariſhes when divided, be made compact and ſhape- 
able (as your Lordſhip expreſſes it) and particului ly 
that the Pariſh belonging to the Mother Church, 
(which is to loſe all, but gain nothing) be ſo left for 
the Eaſe and Advantage of its future Incumbents. 
For otherwiſe, my Lord, ſuch Diviſions might 
be made with no other View, but that the Patron 
may have ſo many more L ivings to diſpoſe of; where- 
by he will have an Opportunity of obliging and gra- 
tifying ſo many more Perſons, and of creating grea- 
ter Dependencies to himſelf; which is an End thar 
has ſurely noRelation to the good of the Church, 

The ſecond is, that no Diviſion be made of any 
Pariſh, where Buildings 'or other Improvements have 
been made on the Glebe of ſuch Pariſh, that are not 
yer fully paid for, and diſcharged, For otherwiſe, my 

ord, how ſhall the Widows and Orphans of im- 
proving Clergymen recover what part the Laws re- 
quire to be paid to them for the Improvements that 
have been made by their Fathers or Husbands ? 

Shall he that has but three Hundred Pounds a Year, 
or not much more, pay _—_ Improvements that 


have 


2224 K« 1%. adi. ao . „ at +; 


- 
ode <<. 2 oo om „ „% Ho Ae „„ 


* 2 ˙ 


( 50 ) 

have been made on a Living of five or fix Hundred 
Pounds a Year according to the Statute ? | 

Or thall the Incumbent of the new ere&ed Pariſh 
pay any part of them, who has not a Stick or Stone, 
or perhaps a Foot of Land beſides his Church- yard 
to lay it on? Or, laſtly, ſhall the Widow and Chil- 
dren of the Improver loſe by the Diviſion good part 
of what the Law appoints to be paid to them on 
Account of his Building, and other Improvements 
made by him on his Glebe? 

Thirdly, that no Glebe-Lands ſhould be alienated 
by ſuch Diviſion, or made the Glebe-Lands of a new 
Pariſh, altho* they ſhould happen to be ſo ſituated as 
to be cut off by the Diviſion (with other Lands ad- 
joining) from the Mother Church, and become part 
of a new erected Pariſh. 

That there are Glebe- Lands fo ſituated in ſome Pa- 
riſhes, that would have been capable of being divided 
by the Bill, I well know. But I am at a Loſs to 
gueſs what was intended to be done in regard to 
them, having never heard that there was any Provi- 
ſion in the Bill touching this Matter. If any Glebe 
was intended to be taken away from the Mother- 


Church by ſuch Diviſion, and given to the Miniſter 


of a new erected Pariſh, might not this have cauſed 
an expenſive Law- Suit between future Incumbents, 
as was ſuggeſted under the former Objection? If no- 


thing but T'ythes were to have been taken away from 


the Mother- Church, the Incumbents of the new e- 
rected Pariſhes would have wanted Glebes to build 


and reſide on; which would undoubtedly have been 
the Caſe of moſt, if not all of them. 


Having now, my Lord, finiſned my Anſwer to 
your Letter concerning both the Bills, I would glad- 
ly conclude, but that it may perhaps be expected from 
me, that I ſhould not entirely paſs over the Additi- 
ons made by your Lordſhip in your ſecond . Edition, 
which I had not ſeen till lately, and more eſpecially 
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that I ſhould endeayour to wipe off, as far as I am 
able, ſome Reflections, which your Lordſhip has been 
pleaſed to caſt on ſome of the inferior Clergy in the 
firſt Edition of your Letter, on account of their Con- 
duct in this unhappy Variance and Difſention between 
them and the Biſhops, and which appears to be much 
aggravated and increaſed in the ſecond Edition. 
In the Twenty-ninth Page of the ſecond Edition, 
our Lordſhip has added a kind of Addreſs to the 
Lonnie in which there are ſeveral exceptionable 
Paſſages, I ſhall Inſtance in one, where ſpeaking of 
the Right of Patronage, and of the Diviſion of Li- 
vings, you ſay, that it is natural for every Man to 
defi the Power of diſpoſing of what is his own, 
without being controuled, eſpecially by thoſe who 
hold under him. This is ſurely a very uncautious 
and unguarded manner of Expreſſion. For, my Lord, 
has a Patron the ſame Intereſt in the Livings that 
are in his Gift as a Proprietor has in his Lands? Or 
can beneficed Clerks be ſaid to hold under their Patrons, 
as Tenants hold under their Lords? Were this the 
Caſe it might indeed be reaſonable that a Patron 
ſhould be at Liberty to divide his Benefice into as 
many parts as he pleaſes, without the controul either 
of the Clerk or the Biſhop. And there is no doubt, 
but (were it ſo) the Law would ſuffer him to do ir 
after the Death of the preſent Incumbent, who your 
Lordſhip knows is but Tenant for Life, Bur to be 
more ſerious, my Lord, the Caſes are indeed widely 
different. 

For, firſt, the Patron has no Right in the Benefice, 
but only a Right of nominating a Clerk to it as often 
as it becomes void. And this Right might come to 
him either by Deſcent, or Donation, or Purchaſe, or 
perhaps by Uſurpation; for the Law has made it 
ſubje& to be alienated, and to paſs from one Perſon 
to another by 4he ſame Ways and Methods, by which 
other Inheritances are ſubject to Alienation, = 
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The next Thing to be conſi der'd i is, how this Right 
at firſt began; for this may-greatly help to clear up 
our Notions concerning it. Now this Right was al- 
jowed to the firſt Patrons by the Biſhops, either on 
Account that they had built Churches at their own 
proper Charges, or that they were built on their 
Land, or Soil, with their free Conſent and Allow- 
ance, or that they had endowed them with Glebe- 
Lands, and moſt commonly it was on all theſe Accounts 
put together, Bur, my Lord, is this a ſufficient Rea- 
jon for calling a Benefice the Patron's own? What- 
ever he gave to the Benefice was indeed properly his 
own, before he gave it, and whilſt it remained not 
dedicated. But after it was dedicated, ſurely it cealcd . 
to be his own at leaſt in the ſame Senſe as it was for- 
merly. For otherwiſe what was the meaning of St. 
Peter's Queſtion to Ananias, Hhilſt it remained was it 
not thine own ? Or where waz Ananias's Sin in keeping 
back only a part, if it was all his own after it was 
dedicated, and as much after as before ? 

But left all this ſhould not ſatisfy your Lordſhip, | 
ſhall advance yet one Step further, and conſider 

Thirdly, Of what a Benefice commonly conſiſts, 
an] how far it may be ſaid to be the Gift of the Pa- 
tron, who firſt obtained this gt of Nomination 
to it. 

Now your Lordihip cannot but know, that Bene- 
fices for the molt. part conſiſt both of Lands and 
Tythes. I have before admitted that the Patron 

might, and probably did give the Lands now called 
the Glebes. But, my Lord, did he give the Tythes 
alſo? No aſſuredly, the Clergy claim them by an 
higher and better Title. The Patron did not give 
them, for they were not bis to give: But on the 
contrary, he received his own Eitate ſubject to them. 
Now as the Tythes are the far greater part of the 
Profits of almoſt cvery Benefice, ſo there are ſome 
Benefices that have nothing elſe but Fythes. 5 | 
waar 
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what Right has the Patron then to divide theſe at 
his Pleaſure, more than the Biſhop or Incumbent, 
whoſe Conſent is by Law required to a Diviſion of 
the Benefice, as much as his? This I hope may 
ſerve for a full Anſwer to what is ſaid to that — 
by your Lordſhip, not only in this Paragraph, but 
allo in the 23d Paragraph of the firſt Edition, or 24m 
of this, where this Matter was paſſed oyer by me 
before without Anſwer, 

I come now to offer a few Things in Defence of 
the Conduct of the inferior Clergy, ſome whereof 
your Lordſhip in your firſt Edition complains, for. 
appearing publickly againſt rhe Bills, and of others for * 
contributing privately to the Oppoſition that was 

made to them, and of the Ingratitude of both in hi- 
ring other People's Tongues to ſay thoſe Things, 
which they did not think it prudent to lay themſelves; 
with much more to the ſame Effect. | 

My Lord, tho” I never heard of any Thing either 
ſaid or done by any of the Clergy on this Occaſion 
unbecoming their Order, yet I cannot take upon me 
to juſtify every Step that was taken, much lels every 
Word that might be drop'd by them, or their Coun- 
- in the Heart of a Conteſt, at which I was not pre- 

Your Lordſhip may be eaſily ſenſible how hard a 
Thing it is to avoid all Error and Indecency of Be- 

- haviour in Matters of Controverſy. Bur it is not 
hard to make anſwer to all ſuch general Accuſations 
as theſe, Had not (my Lord) the inferior Clergy 
a Right to petition to be heard by their Counſel a- 
gainſt theſe Bills, if they conceived them to be de- 
trimental either to themſelves, or the Church? Or 
might they not apply themſelves to their Repreſen- 
tatives in Parliament for Redreſs, where they appre- 
hended the Biſhops to have miſtaken the Intereſt of 
both? Or after they had retained learned Counſel to 
argue in their Behalf, was it to be expected that 
_ ? thoſe 
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| thoſe Counſel ſhould be, in every Thing they ſhould 
| ſay, under the Direction and Controul of thoſe that em- 
ployed them? Whatever Blame therefore your Lord- 
ſhip may be diſpoſed to lay on them, either for appear- 
ing publickly, or contributing privately to the Oppo- 
| ſition that was made, againſt theſe Bills, I am confi- 
| dent that their Brethren will readily acknowledge and 
applaud their well-tim'd Zeal, and not only chearfully 
and thankfully repay them their neceſſary Cofts, dil. 
burſed by them on the common Account, but hold 
_ Perſons in greater Honour and Reputation for the \, 
urure. . f. | F | | 
But, my Lord, in your ſecond Edition, Page zo, 
and 31, your Lordſhip is ſome what more particular, 
where yd expreſs your Grief to ſee ſo unhappy a 
Spirit raiſed by ſome few only of the Clergy, and 
ſpread by them amongſt many of the Laity. And 
here you ſeem to raiſe your Voice, and to accuſe 
thoſe Clergymen of much Clamour and Reproach, of 
making rude Attacks on the Bench of Biſhops, and 
of wounding Religion and the eſtabliſh'd Church thro? 
their Sides. And that no one may be ignorant where 
your Lordſhip intends to fix all this, you carefully 
mark from what Quarter the Clamour began, viz. 
| From that which has always profeſſed to ſet the Epiſco- 
i' pal Power on the higheſt Foot, and your Lordſhip ſeems 
i willing to have it believed that all the ſcandalous and 
wicked Pamphlets and Libels (as contrary to all Re- 
ligions as to that of the Eſtabliſh'd Church) which 
have peep'd abroad on this Occaſion, were written 
and publiſnh'd by Clergymen of that Party, or under 
their Direction, or at- leaſt that they were ſome 
Way cauſed and occaſioned by them.” _ 1 
But, my Lord, was it to be expected that ſo pub- 
lick a Diſſenſion as this, could ſink and die at once 
without making the leaſt Noiſe? This is ſurely con- 
trary to the Nature of Things, and therefore impoſ- 
ſible. But then it had, no doubt, been dead and _ 
wit 4 rie 
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ried long ſince, if it were not kept up by. other 
auſes. | | 

: And here I cannot diſſemble my Opinion, that the 
Publication of your Lordſhip's Letter has kept it alive. 
For thereby a Controverſy was begun, you having 
undertaken to ſhew that the inferior Clergy did wrong 
in Petitioning againſt the Bills, and the Honourable 
Houſe of Commons in rejecting them, And now again 
you have publiſhed your new Edition of that Letter 
with Additions, wherein you tell the World that the 
Bithops continue to a Man in the fame Mind th 
were, firmly perſwaded that the Two Bills were we 
calculated for the Service of Chriſtianity, and of the 
Proteſtant Intereſt, and even for the common Good 
of the Clergy themſelves, and their Succeſſors. This 
you afterwards ſoften a little by ſaying, that if the 
oppoſing Clergy are ſtill of a different Opinion, yet 
it being Matter of Opinion only, concerning = 
diency or Inexpediency, wiſe and good Men may dif- 
fer in Judgment without Offence and Exaſperation. 
Now this indeed ſounds a little towards Peace, and 
an Accommodation of all Differences, And I am glad 
to find that your Lordſhip is of Opinion, that the 
preſent Debate concerns Matters of Expediency only, 
and not of Neceſſity. 

My Lord, if Things could reſt here, all would be 
well again in a very ſhort Time. Bur if my Lords 
the Biſhops ſhould prove ſo fond of their Opinion, as 
to endeavour a ſecond Time to reduce it into Practice 
and FaQ, what can be expected in that Caſe, but that 
the inferior Clergy will once more raiſe the utmoſt 
Oppolition againſt ſuch Attempts ? The Conſequence 
of which, I fear, will be that Men's Paſſions will be 
whetted, and their Spirits on both Sides ſharpened b 
Contradiction, and that the Quarrel will run as high 
as ever, | 

For my own Part, I am not leſs ſenſible than your 
Lordſhip, of the Miſchiets ariſing to the Church from 
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2 Ae it as a; great Visfortuns 
to my ſelf in particular, that I ſhould happen to differ. 
2 ſo great a Number of ords the Biſhops, in 
Matters, one of which at lealfKems to me to relate 
nearly to the Intereſt of the Church, I ſhall 


| | — 2 however in the ſame Sentiments, till you, or 
| ſome other Perſon ſhews me better Reaſons for alter- 


ing my Opinion, than I have met with — But 


